U.S. District Court 
DISTRICT OF KANSAS 


Notice of Electronic Filing 


The following transaction was entered on 4/9/2024 
at 11:04 AM CDT and filed on 4/9/2024 


Escalante v. Gardner, Kansas, 
Case Name: 


City of 
Case Number: 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ 
Filer: Matthew Aaron Escalante 
Document 

11 
Number: 
Docket Text: 


NOTICE of Plaintiff's Motion for the Court to Take 
Judicial Notice of Jo.Co.Dt.Ct. Cases of 22CV03391, 
18CV03813, 22CV00890 and 24-DV00172 - JoCo Chief 
and District Honorable's Deception of Plaintiff's 
Purported DV Order of PFS by Matthew Aaron 
Escalante (Attachments: # (1) Exhibit Exhibit B - JoCo 
Prot. Order Case 22CCV03391 Motion to 
Modify/Terminate pursuant KSA 60-31a06 for non- 
compliance with Federal and State Law (Vawa and 60- 
31a06), # (2) Exhibit C - JoCo Prot. Order Case 
22CV03391 Chief Judge Denial of Exhibit C, # (3) 
Exhibit D - Motion for Venue Change in JoCo 24- 
DV00172 -Chief Judge Crime of KSA 21-5907 
Simulation of False Admin Order on or around April 
4th or April 5th in JoCo Case 22CV00890 K. vs. K, # (4) 
Exhibit E - JoCo Courts two Violations of Kansas 
Open Records for Failure to Reproduce Case Record 
of 22CV03391 Oct 18, 2023 that shows in Plaintiff's 
transcripts that are docketed in every federal case of 
Plaintiff after Burmaster |, # (5) EXHIBIT #4 CASE 
RECORD OF 18CV03813 PAGE 10, VERIFYING 
EXTENDED ORDER OF PFS 22CV03391 as ILLEGAL, 
and EXHIBIT D from Chief Judge as Deception) 
(Escalante, Matthew) 
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IN THE DIS À 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Case No. 22CV890 
Division 22 
Chapters 23 and 60 
Honorable 
Jason Billam 


In the Matter of: ) 
SHIRA GORDON (fka KNOCHE) ) 
Petitioncr, ) 
) 

STEVEN KNOCHE ) D 
Respondent ) 


ADMINISTRATIVE ORD 


IT IS ORDERED that the attorneys of record may discuss the contents of the attached report with their 
clients, but shall not give a copy of the report to their clients and shall not permit the clients to read or make 
notes from the report. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a party not represented by counsel may at the Court’s discretion, be 
allowed to review the report, but shall not be provided with a copy of such report. The Court may set further 
conditions upon the review of the report by a party not represented by B shemceana 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that failure to comply with the terms Of this order, by either attomey or a 
party, may be punishable by sanctions for contempt as the Court may determine. 

/s/ Charles Drogge 


Chief Judge 
Tenth Judicial District 
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"7/24, 10:07 AM Administrative Orders 


JOHNSON COUNTY COURT ADMINISTRATIVE ORDERS 


RD 02/28/24 [Ao. 24-03 SUBSTIUTION OF COUNSEL 


[02/27/24|[A.0. 24-02 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL DISTRICT ATTORNEY'S NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT 
ADMORD 01/08/24||A.0. 2024-01 RE: DEATH OF JOSHUA K. ALLEN ies 
ADM [09/26/23 [A.0. 23-05 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL DCF NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT 
Mapmo [08/01/23 |A.0. 23-04 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL 

{06/14/23 A.O. 23-03 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL DCF NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT | 
ADMORD [04719723 [A O. 23-02 ORDER REGARDING REQUESTS PURSUANT TO THE OPEN RECORDS ACT KSA- 45-215 ET.SEQ___ | 
03/20/23 ||A.O. 23-01 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL (ARNOLD S HARRIS) __ 
[10/25/22 [A.0. 22-04 RE: DEATH OF DONNA M. MANNING ; 


tero) || Dec | 
Type(Micro) Date 
VapmorD |[03/04/24]|A.O. 2024-01 (1ST AMENDED) RE: DEATH OF JOSHUA K. ALLEN. 
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H|ADMORD ___ 
|[zomorD |[09723722||A.O. 22-03 ORDER RESTRICTING LEONID KHAYET'S CONTACT WITH COURT OFFICES 

[komoro _| 03/04/22 |A.O. 22-02 ORDER REVISING COVID PROTECTION PROTOCOLS FOR THE 10TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT | 
|AS oro [01/05/22 [AO. 22-01 ORDER TEMPORARILY SUSPENDING JURY TRIALS IN THE 10TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT | 
i [ADMORD [12/30/21 (A.O. 21-07 ORDER DESIGNATING JUNETEENTH AS AN OBSERVED HOLIDAY IN THE TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


[12730721 A.0 21-06 AUTHORITY FOR COURT SERVICES OFFICERS TO PROVIDE INFORMATION 


8713/21 A2- 21-05 ORDER TEMPORARILY SUSPENDING JURY TRIALS IN CONSIDERATION OF COVID PROTECION 
ADMORD PROTOCOLS FOR THE 10TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT : 
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}|ADMOR [04/14/21 |AO. 21-02 RE: DEATH/INCAPAC 


ADMORD 

ADMORD ia 

[apMoRD [04/02/21 |[A.0. 21-01 INTERIM PROCEDURES FOR CIVIL ACTIONS UNDER SB 40 
j[apmorD 

ADMORD 

[omoro _| 


2/29/20 |A.O. 20-19 RE: COURT TRUSTEE ENFORCEMENT FEE FOR CHILD SUPPORT AND MAINTENANCE ORDERS 


12/29/2 


h 1/09/20) 
ADMORD [07724720] 
) [07/02720 j 


A.O. 20-15 SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL ; 
A.O. 20-14 RE: SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER RESUMING COURT OPERATIONS: UPDATED PHASE II _ 


AO. 20-13 RE: MANDATORY USE OF FACE COVERINGS IN COURTHOUSE AND COURT SERVICES DURING COVID-19 
PANDEMIC 
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faomorD 109/23/19.. 1-4 ---_ ION OF COUNSEL, ROBERT CHOROMANSKI AND VICTOR B FINKELSTEIN 


ADMORD [03715719 jao. 19-03 ORDER OF APPOINTMENT PURSUANT TO K.S.A. 20-343 (JENNIFER LEACH) 
ADMORD [b27 1/19||A.0. 19-02 ORDER OF APPOINTMENT PURSUANT TO K.S.A. 20-343 (MELISSA MERCER) 
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Children’s Peace Alliance 
Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 
Johnson County District Court 
Div. 22 


RE: Shira Gordon (fka Knoche) & Steven Knoche 
Case No. 22CV890 


Children: Sydney Knoche (17 years old) 
Ryan Knoche (13 years old) 


Dear Judge Billam, 


On January 19, 2024, Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation (CPAF) received an order to conduct the Expe 
Child Interview process with Sydney and Ryan regarding: How do children feel with level of text 
communication with their father. This writer corresponded with Shira Gordon (hereinafter referred to as 
“Mom”) and Steven Knoche (hereinafter referred to as “Dad”). The children’s interviews occurred via Zoc 
on January 26, 2024. 


The parents were each assessed fees based on their respective individual gross incomes and CPAF’s sliding 
scale, and both parents have paid their fees in full. 


The information included under “Sydney pr and “Ryan Enocho comes directly from CPAF staff's 


indiiridnal canvareatiane vrith aaah ahild A Lan atan dirntinsa anu ek =.: . 
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Expedited Child Interviews 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
Confidential 


For Professional Use Only 
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Children’s Peace Alliance 
Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 


Johnson County District Court 
Div. 22 
RE: Shira Gordon (fka Knoche) & Steven Knoche 


Case No. 22CV890 


Children: Sydney Knoche (17 years old) 
Ryan Knoche (13 years old) 


Dear Judge Billam, 


On January 19, 2024, Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation (CPAF) received an order to conduct the Expedi 
Child Interview process with Sydney and Ryan regarding: How do children feel with level of text 
communication with their father. This writer corresponded with Shira Gordon (hereinafter referred to as 
“Mom’”) and Steven Knoche (hereinafter referred to as “Dad”’). The children’s interviews occurred via Zoor 
on January 26, 2024. 


The parents were each assessed fees based on their respective individual gross incomes and CPAF’s sliding 
scale, and both parents have paid their fees in full. 


The information included under “Sydney Knoche” and “Ryan Knoche” comes directly from CPAF staff s 


individual conversations with each child. After introductions, rapport, and guidelines were established, eacl 
child appeared comfortable speaking with this writer. 


Sydney Knoche 


Svdnew is seventeen wears ald and a seniar at Shaumee Missinn West Hieh Srhnnl At schanl she eninve ** 
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417124, 10:18 AM General 6 — Children's Peace Alliance FoundationChildren’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
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Expedited Child Interviews 


Neutral. 


lettin thinn childranenaarnalllanan araaxpadited-eninteniews YB 


Scanned with CamScanner 


417124, 10:18 AM General 6 — Children’s Peace Alliance FoundationChildren’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
When information is needed from a child, that child deserves the 
opportunity to speak with an un-biased and neutral third-party. 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation fulfills this role. 


Professional. 


The professionals who conduct expedited child interviews for the 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation are impeccably trained and strive 
to conduct thorough, sound, and child-led interviews. To provide further 

flexibility for families, expedited child interviews will primarily be 
conducted virtually, but can be staffed on a case by case basis. 


The interviewer will submit a report to the court outlining the information 

provided by the child during the expedited child interview process. The 

interviewer does not make decisions, and recommendations will not be 
made by the interviewer. 


Schedule Appointment 


Feel free to contact us 7 
Our Vision 


with any questions. 
yq Our Team 
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4/7/24, 10:18 AM General 6 — Children's Peace Alliance FoundationChildren’s Peace Alliance Foundation 


Project Lemonade 


Phone: arith. Voice of the Child 
(913) 213-3558 Sale Expedited Child Interviews 
F Mediation & Conciliation 
Email: Childre 
kelsi@childrenspeaceallia n's 
nce.org Peace 
Alliance 
Mailing Address: e 
119 N Parker ST #104 Founda 
Olathe, Kansas 66061 tion 
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Donate 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 € 


“HIBITD 


IN THE MATTER OF: 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, a 
VS 
‘MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, 
DEFENDANT, 22CV3391 
RE Authentication under Act of Congress 
STATE OF KANSAS ) s 
) ss. as 6 


COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 

co Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 
EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 
in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set sy hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said''Court at the City of Olathe, this 6 aay of December 2023. 


$ Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
a ) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form.of law and made by the proper officer. 


Tkt Des 


Administrative Judge 


ated this 8" day of December 2023. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON 
Protection from Stalking (K.S.A. 60-31a01 et seq.) 


COUNTY, KANSAS 
Three 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for Ko Additional Years or up to Life 
S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Judge or Division: 14 


Plaintiff: 


Defendant: 


Janelle Leigh Escalante 


Matthew Aaron Escalante 


| Address 


| 133 HEMLOCRS]|_ 
Fraud Pooh Order 
Subpranak, Judge Burmester —&—O _, 20.25 and notice was givén to the parti 
The eddeosded droer of 2200779 Dd Defendant [C Defendant Does Not Appear 


“was Served TWICE, Aug h 
|b Oct 12, 4043, TWICE b/, 
Augi farsi Serve was w/out 


ri Ataenmea of VRAA cept 
iaysc 3263 


- 


S until Z- 2g ; 


— for the lifetime of the defendant, 


07/01/2012 


Case Number: 22CV3391 
Court ORI Number: f 


Plaintiff Identifiers; 


Year of Birth 


(Date File Stamp) 


Sx: QF OM 
Defendant Identifiers: 


[sex | race | YOBB | BT | W | 
M A HISPANIC [1981 [ S-5SFT [__ 120 __| 
_HAR__| EYES _| LAST4DIGITS OF SSN (IF KNOWN) | 
BU Bo he aa ee 
Rey ee be a 


L] Defendant's Attomey L Other 
ialed by the judge apply.) 
stion order. 


erson felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
ich are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 


iitialed by the judge apply.) 


sourt orders that the attached Final Protection from Stalking Order, entered on 


20_27 shall be extended: 


SO ORDERED: 


 &eto 
Date 


20.26. 


All other terms of the onl onder shall remain in effect. 
This order shall be effective until: Z-A- 2026 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


-2S 


CERIFICATE OF CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT THE 
TRUE AND CORRECT COPYOF THE OF em 


R F ar. shel Sot conte 
ag ape Coe ot eee vy 
els Ack = ON pro ke 
a ol Alco dag $a 7a PA 


ACCORDED IN THO COURT, 10% 


COUNTY, 
DATED TH, 
wy, 


ANTE i A TRUE al 5 
FLEDON ME LE NOF 7 TO" aT > 


me JZ 2 23 AUG 10 aH11:17 
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WARNING TO DEFENDANT 
Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 person felony under K.S.A. 21-5924, and amendments 
thereto. 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 
ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 


serve Defendant at: 


_, 
oe i j k Cert. Order 

as no VAWA text or certificate. 
The neighboring state Missouri 
for example can't enforce this 
w/oa VAWA proof of. 18USC2265 
All Orders of Protection issued the 
United States MUST show 
18USC2265 compliancy and 
Extended order of 22CV03391 
shows noncompliancy. It is void 
and constitutionally injuring. 

Any Judge reading this can be 


subject to disciplinary actions for not 
ae Burmaster to the State Authorities 
O 


KCJD for knowingbadgingithes agesmer 
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Doc 26 on page 10 in the wrong hearin; 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 


Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 
Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 

Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 

MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 
Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 
Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 
contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 

THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 
Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 

Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 
Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 

MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’1l -- 
what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 
Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the spring. 
Maybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 
the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 
to 30. 
Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 
THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 
All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
Tae 171 NNN 


Scanned with CamScanner 


24 


25 


visits with your children at Layne Project. 

Have you done that? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- just - 
- uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
are these e-mails. 

And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 
that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 
employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
human resources information here. 

Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 
Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 

THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 
see your children? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried to. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 
confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 
Escalante. 

You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Aside 
the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 

Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
pursuant to K.S.A. 50-260 -- this is Document 305 of the 
record of action. 

In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 
least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn’t 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 
29th, which is well after the 30 days. 

So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 
can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 

But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 

THE COURT: So you’re saying the Layne Project 
said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 
Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 
walked in there and gave it to them. 

And I said, well, I never -- 

THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, uh, 
that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 

THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 
on account -- 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we -- we were 
told incorrectly. 

So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 
and said put this on his account. But they didn’t -- 
nobody notified me. 

And they notified you. But they didn’t tell you the 
circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that -- 

THE COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let's stop. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 

THE COURT: First of all, you’re misstating the 
facts. 

Ms. Pennell called over there to see if you had an 
arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 
account. 

But whether you had money on account or not was not 
my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 

So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 
visits you’re not doing? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 
communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 
the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 

Um, I don’t know if she felt cornered or trapped, I 
don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 
my fault, um -- 

THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 
with you. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There’s no e-mails that 
can support that. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 
correspond with you and say that they wouldn’t work with 
you? 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, they just didn’t. 
so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 
please schedule. 

And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 
they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 

THE COURT: Mm-hm. And when was this? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one’s dated, 
uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 
expire. 

THE COURT: And what does it say? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I said please 
schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that’s 


it. She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. She 


THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 
schedule by September 12th? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 

THE COURT: Mm-hm. And what did they say when 
you talked to them on the phone? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 
the $200. And she’s like, we are investigating. Okay, 
that’s great. But -- 

THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 

THE COURT: I see. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: ‘Cause she gave me three 
different stories. 

THE COURT: So you offered to pay yourself 
rather than worry about the $200? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I didn’t get to that 
point. I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 
And then we were going to get the money. 

But, no, she stopped anything. 

THE COURT: So if I can arrange with the Layne 
Project, you’ll go over there right now and visit with 
your children? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. I mean if that’s 
good -- well, they’ve disqualified so that would be 
between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 

THE COURT: And if we could send you someplace 
else, like say, Passage, you’d do that today? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: If that’s what the Court 


felt was necessary, then, yes, it probably would have to 


be done. 

THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have these e- 
mails? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I do not. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They're docketed, uh -- 

THE COURT: Docketed? What do you mean 
docketed? 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They’re docketed in a 
higher court. Uh, in an evidence list -- 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 
me that Mr. Escalante, uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 
22nd, asking her to set up a session for September 12th. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 
more e-mails too. 

THE COURT: And there’s a response from them? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t know. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 
them in his e-mail that got served a pleading today. He’s 
got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 
list. 

THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have -- 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven’t filed this 
yet. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: How -- how did you file a 
petition for writ of habeas corpus before you're 
incarcerated? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 
docket it. 

THE COURT: It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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THE COURT: Oh. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 
clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 

THE COURT: The clerk here? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 
federal court. 

THE COURT: Oh, okay. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 

THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 
I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 
Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 
I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don’t 
knows « L=- 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 
sent it to you. 

THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
they turned him down? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 
an e-mail. 

THE COURT: Right. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 
but. <= 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 
haven’t read them word-for-word. 

THE COURT: All right. Apparently when the 
protection from stalking and related case was served, it 
didn’t have the original final order attached. 

We are going to serve Mr. Escalante a copy of that 
now so that he knows he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 
this? 

THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 
previous hearing, he was given the extension. But it 
didn’t have the attached original final order. 

Mr. Escalante has complained about that. So we’re 
making sure he gets a copy of that. 

So the record should reflect that he was just served 
with that today. 

All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 
Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 
to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 
visit with his children. 

And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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TI. 
handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 
Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 

The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 
to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 
were clearly inappropriate. 

Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 
children’s voices and names were being used in charges 
against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 
the children. A number of inappropriate things. 

At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 
he would take a knee and not see his children until after 
the first of the year. 

The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 
visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 
to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 
children. 

Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 
steadfastly refused to see his children. 

The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 
see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 
has explained that seeing the children would be in their 
best interest. 

The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 
is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 
behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 

Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 
his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 

Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 
focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 
others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 
allegations on the internet. 

The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 
Escalante. But just seeing there’s no further reason -- a 
just further reason for delay. 

Parties have been divorced for several years. The 
Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 
parenting time and child support. 

The Court will leave the issue of child support to 
the hearing officer. 

Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 
K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 
minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 
custody of the children. 

This Father has refused to see his children. 

Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 
the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with the children by any means until 
he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 
reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 

And produces a report from the therapist, 
recommending expanded time with the children. 

He is directed to contact casinwesan Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 
with K.S.A. 60-254. 

Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 
The Court will file its own journal entry. 

I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 
Escalante. Because that was not the point. 

The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 


you more grace and time than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


my courtroom. 

And you’ve gone the opposite direction, flailing 
about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 
this false trail of information that you’re being denied 
parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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22CV03391 
Divl4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


Matthew Aaron Escalante, 
Defendant. 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 
Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 
Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 
and ) 
) 
) 
) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 
FROM STALKING ORDER 

Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiffs Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

l; Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff's Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff's Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 


‘ad through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 


~m Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 


Y h and including aa, or as otherwise may be 
Yon a 
S j 


£ > 
y 4 VS /s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 


8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
(913) 339-6888 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 
No. 126,833 


M.E., 
Petitioner, 


vV. 


PAUL WILLIAM BURMASTER, Judge Tenth Judicial District 
and Tenth Judicial District, 
LES 
Respondents. 


ORDER 


In this original action for a writ of mandamus, Petitioner asks this court to enjoin 
the enforcement of a protection from stalking (PFS) order issued on July 8, 2022, in the 
Johnson County District Court, Case No. 22 CV 3391, and extended by an order dated 
August 10, 2023. The court notes that the original PFS order attached to the petition is 
largely illegible. See Supreme Court Rule 9.01 (a) (requiring that a petition in an original 
action filed in this court "must be accompanied by a short memorandum of points and 
authorities and available documentary evidence necessary to support the facts alleged."). 
Regardless, Petitioner would not be entitled to the relief he seeks. 


As this court recently reiterated: 


"Mandamus is 'a proceeding to compel some inferior court, tribunal, board, or 

some corporation or person to perform a specified duty, which duty results from 

the office, trust, or official station of the party to whom the order is directed, or 
from operation of law.' K.S.A. 60-801. A 'writ of mandamus seeks to enjoin an 
individual or to enforce the personal obligation of the individual to whom it is 
addressed,’ and 'rests upon the averred and assumed fact that the respondent is not 
performing or has neglected or refused to perform an act or duty, the performance 
of which the petitioner is owed as a clear right.' [Citation omitted.]. 'The writ will 
not ordinarily issue unless there has been a wrongful performance or actual default 
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of Auty.' [Citation omitted.] Moreover, mandamus relief does not lie if there is an 
adequate remedy at law. [Citation omitted.]" (Emphasis added.) Schwab v. 
apper, 315 Kan. 150, 154, 505 P.3d 345 (2022). 


e hold Petitioner has (or had) an adequate remedy at law to raise his challenges 
to the validity of the challenged PFS orders and the process that led to those orders by 
directly appealing from either order. Accordingly, we deny the petition for writ of 


mandamus. 


The court further holds that Petitioner failed to comply with Supreme Court Rule 
7.043 because both this petition and the attachments thereto include references by name 
to a party in a protection from stalking case. Rule 7.043 directs that any filing in an 
appellate court must refer to a party in a protection from stalking case by either initials, 
pseudonym, familial relationship or generic descriptor. Likewise, any attachment or 
appendix to an appellate filing must similarly refer to a party in a protection from stalking 


case or must fully redact (cross out) any such reference. 


The court directs the Clerk of the Appellate Courts to seal the petition for writ of 
mandamus and its attachments and to amend the case caption to use initials as reflected 
above. The court cautions Petitioner that any future filing in the appellate courts must 
comply with Rule 7.043 or it may be rejected for filing or ordered stricken from the 


record without consideration by the court. 


Dated this 29th day of September 2023. 


FOR THE COURT 


Vale Selurt— 


MARLA LUCKERT 
Chief Justice 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS  ¢¢, 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT im 


E Nd Mend 
-c+ 13 Ex 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) Dider beim Gy 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


in 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 


Scanned with CamScanner 


CxhibE ~ fongserpt of sel II-ST occurrug on DEI? 
ey - go to page 10 A we vay the Same does that L was 
pia of hagda bA this Ime on 


e, lo, he e Me Ne Attacheaen— of OLG Oder 
VAWA ond ho documents had Oct (B, 203? clopy 
ie eae De TRtCT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS a 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT am 


Shue E n Mond 
-act 13 Ex 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) Dide bem -Siv 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 


October, 2023. 


in 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 

Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 
Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 

MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 
Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 
Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 
contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 

THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 
Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 

Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 
Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 

MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’ll -- 
what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 
Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the spring. 
Maybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 
the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 
to 30. 
Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 
THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 
All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 
time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 
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visits with your children at Layne Project. 

Have you done that? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- just - 
- uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
are these e-mails. 

And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 
that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 
employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
human resources information here. 

Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 
Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 

THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 
see your children? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried to. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 
confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 
Escalante. 

You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Aside 
the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 

Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
pursuant to K.S.A. 50-260 -- this is Document 305 of the 
record of action. 

In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 
least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn’t 
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1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 
2 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 
3 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 
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CERTIFICATE 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 
of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 
In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 
October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 
transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carel A. LE, CL 
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\ Kansas Attorney General 

è r 120 SW 10th Avenue, 2nd Floor 
j Kris W. Kobach Topeka, KS 66612-1597 
PHONE: (785) 296-2215 è FAX: (785) 296-6296 
www.ag.ks.gov 


Kansas Open Meetings Act / Kansas Open Records Act 
Complaint Form 
The Kansas Open Meetings Act (KOMA) declares that it is the public policy of this state “that meetings for the 


conduct of governmental affairs and the transaction of governmental business be open to the public.” K.S.A. 75- 
4317(a). 


The Kansas Open Records Act (KORA) declares that it is the public policy of this state “that public records shall be 
open for inspection by any person unless otherwise provided by this act, and this act shall be liberally construed and 
applied to promote such policy.” K.S.A. 45-216(a). 


The Attorney General or the County/District Attorney may investigate alleged violations of these acts. See K.S.A. 75-4320 
and 75-4320b (KOMA); and K.S.A. 45-222 and 45-228 (KORA). 


Citizens may use this form to file a complaint with the Office of the Attorney General. If you are under 18 years of age, a 
parent or guardian may file for you. K.S.A. 45-252 and 75-4320c require the complaint to be made on a form prescribed by 
the Attorney General and attested under penalty of perjury. The form below complies with the statutory requirements. 


After we receive your complaint, we will: 
e Process your complaint and assign a case number; 
e Review it to determine whether you have alleged a violation of the KOMA or the KORA. This review is conducted 
by an attorney; and 
e Contact you in writing in approximately 10 to 14 business days to tell you the status of your complaint. 


After we receive your complaint, we may: 
e Refer the complaint to the appropriate County or District Attorney for further action; 
e Investigate the allegations; 
e Seek the appropriate remedy under the KOMA or the KORA; 
e Hold it open for a short period of time to determine if there are other similar complaints against the same public 
body or agency; or 
e Close the matter if we do not find a violation. 


If we accept your complaint for investigation, we will: 
e Contact the public body or agency and give them a chance to respond. An investigation may take 3 — 4 weeks or 
several months, depending on the nature and number of the alleged violations; and 
| e Tell you about the outcome after we conclude our investigation. 


| By submitting your complaint, you understand the following: 
i e We will share your complaint with the public agency or official you identified and ask for a response. This 
will help us understand what happened in your particular situation; 
e Your complaint may be open to others under the Kansas Open Records Act; 
e Any investigation conducted by this office is conducted on behalf of the State of Kansas; 
+ We cannot act as your private attorney. Any investigation conducted by this office is not conducted on your 


behalf as a private citizen; 
f e We cannot give you legal advice about your complaint; and 
p e Wecannot renresent von if van seems to file evano own action for violatian of the KOMA or the KORA. 
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General nformat 


Your Name: Matthew Escalante 
Address: 23 Hemlock St 
Gardner Kansas 66030 
ewy State ZIP 
Phone: 213 286 2250 _ Alternate Phone:( _ ) =Z = ZŽŻ o> SS O 
ia Eskie678@aol.com 


[Background|Information| Information 


Have you complained about this matter to any other office? O Yes D4 No 


Have you filed a private lawsuit related to this matter? QO Yes Ao 


Violation Details 


Type of Violation: O Kansas Open Meetings Act a Kansas Open Records Act 


Name of public agency/entity/official you are requesting we investigate: 


10th District Courthouse / Hon. Paul Burmaster 


Public Agency/Entity/Official Address: 1 50 W Santa Fe St 
Olathe KS 66061 
Public Agency/Entity/Official Phone Number: ? 13,71 53400 
Date of Alleged Violation: 10/ 18/ 23 
Div 14 


Location of Alleged Violation: 
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Please describe the alleged violation in chronological order and identify any supporting documents: 
Attach additional pages and supporting documentation, if necessary. 


The attached Certified and Authenticated Court transcript from 
Johnson County Case 18-CV03813 on 10-18-23, shows Paul 
Burmaster re-serving an Order of Protection on Page 10. 

He specifically states he is peg it on the record in the case of 
18CV03813, a protection order from 22CV03391. It was Doc 28 
in 22CV03391, originally served on August 10th, but my once 
presiding judge Burmaster obviously made an error or he wouldn’t 
Be doing it twice now would he? So if it was Doc 28 on August 
10th, 2023 in 22CV03391 then in the Exhibit A it is not Doc 28, 
it would be a different document presumably 29, 30, 31 etc. 


The Johnson County County Court won’t give me a copy of the 
order shown being served on 10-18-23 page 10 of Exhibit A. They 
Are In Violation of KORA, by not fulfilling my request of copy of 


extended order of protection 


I would like a copy of October 18, 2023 Extended Order of 
Protection that has the date of October 18, 2023 stamped and dated 
pursuant KSA 60-31a08 Notice of Protection Orders 


If there is no legal serve 
showing Oct 18, the actior 


O Receive requested records O Receive notice of meetings Void action of Extended 
rder must be voided pls 


What remedy would you like to see to resolve this matter: 


O Other: 


Verification | 
By signing my name below, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. I 


further certify4hat I have read and understand this complaint form. 
C 2/27/24 


Signature of Complainant (Required) Date 
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Overview 


Latest content 


FIRST ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL Ms. Amber Smith, is respectfully being re-informed t 
the Complainant Mr. Escalante is Factually Incorrect. Ms Smith indicated that a KORA investigatio: 
was pursuing legal action on his own in the JoCo Court. But that is not what he said. He said what is 
the Attorney General office that HE COULDN'T file the petition for KORA in Johnson County bec 
So now Complainant is clarifying for Ms. Smith, and SHOWING the affirmative that Mr. Escalante 
there is constitutional loss in JoCo court(Attorney Generals office being shown the docket of JoCo 1 
accepted so that Kansas Law under KORA defaults back to the AG office now must pursue the KOF 
AGAIN being given to the AG, and state expectation it will handled fair, honestly and expeditiously 
Respectfully, Complainant under Kansas Open Records Act eerie demands that a Public Recor 
from Johnson County of Oct 18, 2023, Process Serve of Extended Order of Protection that is in the 

That a Judge said he created a'RECORD' so under KORA I'm asking for a copy of it, because Kans 
Court doesn't give the A.G., then they subject to civil action. Please go retrieve a copy of that 10.18. 
on Oct 18, 2023 because the copy I got was not the right one and it was expired . Please enforce the 

quarters of a million people watching the A.G. handle PP-24-00048, so please don't let us down as I 
We are the Public, and you must protect children if there is a problem that becomes visible in the re 


€ O ©) https://publicjococourts.org/civroa.aspx?which=18CV03813 Q A 
Case 18CV03813 Caption ESCALANTE vs. ESCALANTE 
Chapter 60D Nature DISSOLUTION DIVORCE ACTION 


Status TERMINATED Judge OUT OF COUNTY JUDGE 


Se a eee n 
rie i Print Friendly | 


Paint 


SPONDENT’S DOCUMENT ENTITLED "UCCJEA AFFIDAVIT” E-MAILED TO THE CLERK'S OFFICE FOR FILING ON MARCH 4 
HERE ARE NO PROCEEDINGS REGARDING CUSTODY OF THE MINOR CHILDREN IN THIS CASE PENDING OUTSIDE THE JU 
OUNTY, KANSAS, AND THEREFORE NO NEED FOR UCCJEA CONSIDERATION. THE COURT HAS ORDERED THAT NO FURTE 
, OR HEARINGS SCHEDULED IN THIS CASE, UNLESS AND UNTIL THE COURT'S PREVIOUS RULING REGARDING CUST 
APPEALED, REVERSED, OR REMANDED BY THE KANSAS COURT OF APPEALS. NO PLEADINGS WILL BE ALLOWED TO 
CHEDULED REGARDING MODIFICATION OF THE COURT'S ORDER RESTRICTING RESPONDENT'S PARENTING TIME UNLE: 
OBTAINED BY RESPONDENT AND SUPERVISED REINTEG 
ERS REQUIRING COUNSELING AND REINTEGRATION, IF : 
IDGE BY THE CHIEF JUDGE TO CONDUCT THE HEARING 


E-MAILED TO THE CLERK'S OFFICE FOR FILING ON FEB: 
RING SCHEDULED IN THIS CASE, UNLESS AND UNTIL TE 
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
MEMORIAL HALL 


a 120 SW 10TH AVE., 2ND FLOOR 
TOPEKA, KS 66612-1597 
(785) 296-3751 © FAx (785) 291-3699 
TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
Www.INYOURCORNERKANSAS.ORG 


Match 7, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock St 
Gardner, KS 66030 


RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 


Dear Mr. Escalante: 


On March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 


the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA).' 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 
Amber Smith 


First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


AS:rs 


————— 
1 K.S.A. 45-215 ef seq. 
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EXHIBIT A- pg.10 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 


October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
.Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 


Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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MR, MATTHEW FSCATLANTFE: She did not give any -- 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


so that he knows he 


TA 
Complan absot if 


with that today. 
All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 

Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 

to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 

visit with his children. 

And he hasn't done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 


IN THE MATTER OF: 


this is Aug 10, 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, deficient serve, 
vs per KORA, I 
‘MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, would like the 
DEFENDANT, 


22CV3391 
d 


copy from October 18 stampe 
that exhibit A page 10 shows ‘exists’ 


Authentication under Act of Congress 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 


EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 
in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said Court at the City of Olathe, this 8*t* day of December 2023. 


Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form of law and made by the proper officer. 


peor this 8t day of December 2023. 


— Ato Bossy 


uor 


Administrative Judge 
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INTHE TENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
SITTING AT _Olathe Courthouse __ Olathe, Kansas — — |] 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Plaintiff, ) 
) 
V. ) Case No. 
) 
10TH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. ) L Ne å, 4 
JOHNSON COUNTY COURD ( 
Defendant. C\ C 


PETITION 
(Pursuant to K.S.A. Chapter 60) 


Plaintiff Matthew Escalante, petitions this Court to enforce his right inspect public 


records pursuant to the Kansas Open iaoi Act, K.S.A. 45-215 et seq. (“KORA”). Plaintiff, a 
Kansas registered pro se requested access to copy public records maintained by Defendant, 

Johnson Co Courthouse, relating to Case Record Extended Order 22CV03391 Filed/Stamped with, 
date 10.18.23. Defendant however, denied Plaintiff s request in its entirety stating DCC-Records that 
they could only retrieve records filed in a case.. By denying Plaintiffs request for copies of Extended 


Order public records, Defendant has acted in violation of KORA and should be ordered to produce the 


requested records for inspection and copying. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
Protection from Stalking (K.S.A. 60-31a01 et seq.) Th = 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for i Additional Years or up to Life 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Court ORI Number: i 


Plaintiff Identifiers: 


Plaintiff: 


Year of Birth |1983 


Janelle Leigh Escalante (Date File Stamp) 


Defendant Identifiers: 


Matthew Aaron Escalante 


J Address 
33 HEMLOCK: S1 


ARDNER, KS 66030 


Hearing: This matter was set for hearing on Z- ,20 23 and notice was given to the parties. 


Appearances: [X] Plaintiff DÌ Defendant O Defendant Does Not Appear 
{X) Plaintiff's Attorney C] Defendant's Attomey C Other 


he Court Finds: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


SEX] 
[M | HISPANIC | 1981 | 5-5.5FT_| 120 | 
| HAIR | LAST 4 DIGITS OF SSN (IF KNO 


ag The defendant has violated a valid protection order. 

__ The defendant has been convicted of a person felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
ansas or the laws of another jurisdiction which are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 
member of the plaintiff's household. 


he Court Orders: 


(Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


After a of the file and evidence, the court orders that the attached Final om from Stalking Order, entered on 
£ 20 22 ,shallbe patna 


Fenda 4t. Shel sot contact 


RS uil Z-Z]  , 2026. : phi v 
L for the lifetime of the defendant. Pethor covsstel ( nape 
a Pols Firo: sS óN y. proy 
All other terms of the orig inal order shall remain in effect. wWNos* fee 


This order shall be effective until: 2BS- 2026 r 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


~ IN 


SO ORDERED: 
gto 2308 
Date E E udge Of the District Court 
FLED ON THE _7 ODay oF_f [S*7 tno AL E peg; 
07/01/2012 tee J2 SSRIS '’23 RUG 10 aut: 17 
DATED Tes DAY OF 4 j 


af PS Tes MIETIT Ary TT 
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WARNING TO DEFENDANT 


Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 person felony under K.S.A. 21-5924, and amendments 
thereto. 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 


ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of _ Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, DN 
**SERVED J 45 © Q CONFIDENTIAL PD 

RS 2) 


— i tacy a i on 


é 
€ 
Saks / 
cure SS; 
oe 


07/01/2012 


Scanned with CamScanner 


8:09 0 > ow) 


4 Messages 


< Back 22CV3391Decem... A V 


From: MATTHEW ESCALANTE 
<eskie678 @ aol.com> 

Sent: Thursday, January 4, 2024 9:31 AM 

To: DCC-Records <DCC-Records @jocogov.org> 
Subject: Re: 22CV3391 December fax request follow 
up - Jan 4, 2024 


. 
\ Some people who received this message don't often get email from 
| eskie678/@ aol.com. Learn why this is important 


*** This email originated from outside | 
the organization. Use caution when | 
opening attachments, clicking links, or ` 
performing any actions requested in 
this message. *** 


Mr Weber, 


Happy new year sir. 

| sent a prior records request in December for a Court 
Order served of Doc 26 in Case 22CV03391, except a 
transcript of 18CV03813, page 10, that accompanied 
the Records Request, shows this ‘serve’ occurred in 
the wrong hearing. Is the Johnson County District 
Court able to authenticate and certify the ‘serve’ of 
22CV03391 Doc 26 that occurred in the civil custody 
hearing 18CV03813 on October 18, 2023? Ayes or 
no, is all that is really needed, sorry to put that on your 
plate, sir. But | do need to know. 


Thank you sir 
Cordially, 

Matthew Escalante 
913-226-2950 


ñ 5 A Á 
=> ; 
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8:08 af > an ) 
< Back 4 Messages N OW 
Found in AOL Inbox 5B 


From: DCC-Records > 

To: MATTHEW ESCALANTE > 
DCC-Records > 

January 4, 2024 at 2:14 PM G 


RE: 22CV3391 December fax 
request follow up - Jan 4, 
2024 


The courts intention would be the phrase “the record 
should reflect” means that the Court was describing a 
physical action that is occurring in the courtroom that 
the audio may not necessarily pick up. In this case, it 
was that you were handed some paperwork by Ms. 
Pennell from 22CV3391. 


however, like we said earlier we can certify or VU 

authenticate any document that has been filed onto the 

case. unar Was 

Thank you ja Z Wat s47 
W ~ 

Alex Weber gpm "4) legs! 

Lead Records Clerk proces S B 

Johnson County District Courthouse da \ 

150 W Santa Fe St l Aug! D 

Olathe, KS, 66061 v Noon meN F 

i 913-715-3480 i | id A A gg 


ü = A Gj 
> $$ 
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ls Comal stetes 
ated by rages, 


Seterd Meudanus filed 


A bast wek CEB 222 7 
- » {hix IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF KANSAS 
re viewed mse sett, se 


YL No. 127,386 
FILED 
Na A M.A.E. 
5 KI 4 Gn OKUL- a, Petitioner, March 28, 2024 
DOUGLAS T. SHIMA 
CLERK OF APPELLATE COU 
A An+ ask abou- v. 
4 is / 24 Post o) 19 af P.W.B., in his are ee as district judge, 
E aA aG Sg Respondents. 


2 f Gite ee Net 


chart mortu. 
afg backs ad 


The court denies Petitioner's petition for writ of mandamus and request for 


ORDER 


immediate relief. The court rejects Petitioner's contention that the existence of that order 
restricting Petitioner's flings in the district court provides grounds for this court to revisit 
its prior rulings denying Petitioner's original action challenging Judge Burmaster's ruling 
in a protection from stalking proceeding. See Escalante v. Burmaster, No.126,833. 
Respondent Judge Paul Burmaster has discretion to restrict how Petitioner can 
communicate with the court and file pleadings. The extraordinary relief of a writ 


mandamus cannot be invoked to control such discretionary decisions. 


Dated this 28th day of March 2024. 


FOR THE COURT 


Marte Stelurt— 


MARLA LUCKERT 
Chief Justice 
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STATE 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
MEMORIAL HALL 


m S onda ai 120 SW 10TH AVE., 2ND FLOOR 
TOPEKA, KS 66612-1597 
April 3, 2024 (785) 296-3751 © FAX (785) 291-3699 
> 


TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
www.INYOURCORNERKANSAS.ORG 


Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock St 
| Gardner, KS 66030 


RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 
Our File Number PP-24-000086 


Dear Mr. Escalante: 


On April 2, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 31, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 
the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA). 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 
CQinbrQmmith 


Amber Smith 
| First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


l AS:rs 


noo 
1 K.S.A. 45-215 et seg. 
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
K w PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION P Fiii: 
RIS W. KOBACH HAL A EMORIAL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 120 wiles pol FLOOR KRIS KOBA CH 120 SW 10TH AVE., 2ND FLOC 
TOPEKA, KS 66612-1597 saa EAE S i pl : 
(785) 296-3751 © Fax (785) 291-3699 $ í b . fd 
TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (000) 432-2310 Ap ril 3, 2024 TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-27 
WWW.INYOURCORNERKANSAS.OAG WWW. INYOURCORNERKANSAS.ORG 
March 7, 2024 Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock St 
Matthew Escalante j Gardner, KS 66030 
733 Hemlock St 
Gardner, KS 66030 RE: KORA Complaint - ‘Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 
Our File Number PP-24-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) ` 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 Dear Mr. Escalante: 
Dear Mr. Escalante: On April 2, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 31, 2024. In your 


complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 


- d 1 
On March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA). 


— on — nem E District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
c Kansas Open Records Act (K ). complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 
This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 


: ser ; ’ We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. PP y P 


F 5 z ` 3 Sincerely, 
We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. | 


| mbanit 
Sincerely, 


Amber Smith 
s First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


Amber Smith AS:rs 
First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 


AS:rs 


—<$<e— 


1 K.S.A. 45-215 ef seg. 'KS.A. 45-215 et seg. 
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Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-3 Filed 04/09/24 Page 1 of 39 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


STATE OF KANSAS 
Plaintiff 
Case No. 24-DV00172_ 
vs. 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE 
Defendant MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE AND NOTICE 


OF EFFECT IMPROPER VENUE OF ESCALANTE JOCO CASES 
Pursuant to K.S.A 22-2616 


COMES NOW Pro Se Defendant Alienated Father Matthew Escalante and moves the Court 


for an Order transferring venue to DOUGLAS County, Kansas immediately. 
In Support of this Motion, the Plaintiff notifies this Court in Exhibit A, B, C, and D of a 


criminal statute violation that is showing occurred by the presiding chief judge of this proceeding 


and is a testimony to the statutory grounds needed for Plaintiff to motion for venue change of KSA 


22-2616. Change of venue. (1) In any prosecution, the court upon motion of the defendant shall order 
that the case be transferred as to him to another county or district if the court is satisfied that there 
exists in the county where the prosecution is pending so great a prejudice against the defendant that 

he cannot obtain a fair and impartial trial in that county. 


Matthew Escalante's cannot receive a fair trial of 24-DV 00172 because he holds Exhibits A,B,C D, 
Mr Escalante has captured a criminal act by the Chief Judge of this District Court, and is being prejudiced 
as also hold another of the Same statute violation over a civil judge PWB. 
1. On or around April 4th or April Sth, 2024, the Court and Division 22, received a court file 
labeled by a Johnson County computer system as 22CV00980_21273749.pdf. The problem with 


that PDF, is clear and present, as the Simulation of an Administrative Order is transpiring against 
KSA 21-5907, Simulating Legal Process. Simulating Legal Process is Class A misdemeanor crime. 
A. Facts of Exhibit A, Page 1, with undersigned Chief Judge Charles Droege, of the page titled 
Administrative Order, as not really being an authentic Administrative Order or Any 
Order with Jursidiction at all is found in: 
1. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order does not a Clerk Stamp. It is not filed 
into any county record. 
2. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order is not numbered. At all, the way 
the Kansas Supreme Court lays expectation in the rules that say Admin Orders 
must be numbered in the following way (##4-####) and that translated as the two digit 
year and the a sequential number pattern that a district rolls into by orders that come. 
3. Exhibit A, purported Administrative Order is not showing at all, on Johnson County 
Administrative Order public website. And that's because it's not filed and not real. It 
is then without Jurisdiction. 
4. It's an Simulated Administrative Order that was given to a Respondent, in a court file to 


make that person believe it was real and that they must take action reliant on it 
2. 21-5907. Simulating legal prowess (a) Simulating legal process is: (1) Distributing to another any document which 
simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or 
other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient and cause the recipientlerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
to take action in reliance thereon Simulating Legal Process Class A Misdemeanor. 04/08/2024 04:12pm AM 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-3 Filed 04/09/24 Page 2 of 39 
3. This endeavor against Mr. Escalante is over. If this Criminal Courtroom and Judge Sample and the 


Prosecution believe that the Defendant, holding judicial crimes of the Chief and a District Judge is 
not grounds for a Venue Change awarded to the Defendant, then thats foolish. 

4. Furthermore, this criminal proceeding is attempting to maliciously prosecute the Defendant. This 
case 24-DV 00172 CAN"T PROSECUTE MR ESCALANTE SO WHY ARE WE STILL TRYING? 


The civil order alleged to be violated in this case by defendant was issued under weak authority of civil 
judge Burmaster and he ordered Doc 307 pursuant to KSA 60-254 while citing KSA 23-3207. Prior 

higher court rulings in STATE VS HENDRICKS has already determined that KSA 23-3207 interoculatory 
order can't be charge criminally, and furthermore KSA 60-254 Can't even legally hold Doc 307. 

(52 Kan App 2d 737) 


5. There are protection and restraining order deceptions appearing from the Civil Court of Johnson Co. 
so what can be said of a criminal court/prosecution who is trying to prosecute the Defendant who has 
discovered it. Cease and desist from 24-DV00172 and 23-DV00908, or change the venue upon Exhibits 


A, B, C, D, E. 
1. Judicial notice is asked to Judge Sample of Case 22CV03391, File Stamp 4/8/24 EXPARTE FATHERS 


MOTION TO TERMINATE PFS ORDER DUE TO NON COMPLIANCY OF FEDERAL VAWA 


18USC2265 AND STATE LAW 60-31a06. Inconsistent orders doesn't work anymore. 
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, also attaches Exhibits B, C, D and shows the Defendant Judge Burmaster committed 


a crime also of KSA 21-5907, on Oct 18, 2023. The second process serve of Extended Order of Protection Doc 26 could 
not occur AGAIN on Oct 18, 2023, because it expired on Aug 10, 2023, when Judge didn't follow the Page 2 

directive on the Extended Order Forms, its not optional, or it's without jurisdiction. From the period of Aug 10 

failed, flawed process serve without a VAWA certificate upto October 18, 2023, the extended order was dead, expired. 
And Burmaster coming in on Oct 18, 2023, stealing shared custody with an Order while also unlawfully extended 

an expired order Doc 26 and doing nothing but reprint the old documents that were dated on Aug 10, and July 28, 2022 
then giving them to me on Oct 18, 2023, and not file stamped with Oct 18, that was his crime of KSA 21-5907. 

This Criminal would be well advised that 2 judge, a one being the Chief have broken Kansas laws independently 

and nobody has authority to hurt my children, by persecuting me without the merit to do so. 

This court is being highlight in media exposing, I suggest it let the Defendant go, transfer out, or we take judge crimes 


into Trial with us and thats that first thing we are going to talk about with a jury and the DOJ.. 


Transfer venue immediately to be appropriate for all parties. Thx. 3 
y pprop P pe J, N i 
Matthew Escalante 
2- 733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 


Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskie678@aol.com 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that the Motion to Change Venue was sent to parties in the Proceeding on 4/8/24 
through electronic mail service to the following addresses 


Bianca.finney@joco.gov.org 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-3 Filed 04/09/24 Page 4 of 39 
EXHIBIT A (NOT FILED/NO JURISDICTION) 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Case No. 22CV890 
Division 22 
Chapters 23 and 60 
Honorable 
Jason Billam 


In the Matter of: ) 
) 

) 

SHIRA GORDON (fka KNOCHE) ) 
Petitioner, ) 

) 

STEVEN KNOCHE ) 
Respondent ) 


ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that the attorneys of record may discuss the contents of the attached report with their 
clients, but shall not give a copy of the report to their clients and shall not permit the clients to read or make 
notes from the report. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a party not represented by counsel may at the Court’s discretion, be 
allowed to review the report, but shall not be provided with a copy of such report. The Court may set further 
conditions upon the review of the report by a party not represented by counsel. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that failure to comply with the terms of this order, by either attorney or a 
party, may be punishable by sanctions for contempt as the Court may determine. 

/s/ Charles Droege 


Chief Judge 
Tenth Judicial District 
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Expedited Child Interviews 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
Confidential 


For Professional Use Only 
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Children’s Peace Alliance 
Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 


Johnson County District Court 
Div. 2? 
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< FBI Upload...Corruption Tas og {0} 


EXHIBIT C 


October 18, 2023 


CASE 18CV03813 but thats 10 
22CV03391 he is double extending 
against KSA 60-31406 


that was stupid 


Cease and Desist 


2 
3 


D 


Image Word 


MR. MATTHEW FSCATANTF: She did not give any -- 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: << reason. 
MR 


. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


TA : 
Complan ab: ot iX 


Ja cused hr 
Z ofl breaking the 


with that today. 


All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 
Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 
to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


visit with his children. 


, hat. 
And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June Sing Ped- 18 
30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
7 se Ncr 4 
Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter ? $ os dec 


785-221-0039 GO ved 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNT 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 
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22CV03391 
Divl4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 
FROM STALKING ORDER 

Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

l. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff's Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff's Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 


and effect through and including August 10, 2023, of as otherwise may be 


modified by the Court. 
/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
Hie eG ORDERED: Dated: 07/24/23 
Judge of the District Court 

BURMASTER KNEW HE 
WAS BREAKING THE LAW l 
ON OCT 18 2023 AS HE IS ING 
IN PRIOR EXHIBIT. 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 


8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
(913) 339-6888 
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 


PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
KRIS W. KOBACH MEMORIAL HALL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 120 SW 10TH AVE., 2ND FLOOR 
TOPEKA, KS 66612-1597 
(7B5) 296-375) © FAx (785) 291-3699 


TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
WWW. INYOURCORNERKANSAS. ORG 


March 7, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 


7233 Hemlock St 


Gardner, KS 66030 
KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 


RE: 


Dear Mr, Escalante: 

On March 7, 2024, we received yout KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 
the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA).' 

This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 


Ambit 


Amber Smith 
First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 
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RECORDS ACT AND DEFENDANTS RIGHTS 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


Mbt , Plaintiff 
VS. Case No, _22-CV03391 
J.LE. , Defendant 


EXPARTE DEFENDANT FATHERS MOTION TO TERMINATE 
EXTENDED ORDER 22CV03391 FOR NONCOMPLIANCE 
WITH FEDERAL VAWA 18USC2265 AND KANSAS LAW OF 
(K.S.A. 60-31a06(e)) 


(This form cannot be used to extend a protection order.) 


[C] Plaintiff Defendant asks the court to modify the protection from stalking, sexual 
assault, or human trafficking order entered on August 10th 2025. 

K.S.A. 60-31a06(e) allows me to request modification of the protection from stalking, 
sexual assault, or human trafficking order and I am asking that the protection from stalking, 


sexual assault. or human trafficking order be changed in the following way: 


The Extended Order of Protection (doc 26) attached hereto as Exhibit A, is without 18 USC 2265 

certification, or VAWA text. All Protection Orders in the United States must have VAWA proof of 

Compliance, at minimum some VAWA text needs to be on Doc 26. DocBoth Doc 26 and Doc 27 

expired in insufficiency on August 10th 2023 (Exhibit C) Ext Order must be dismissed to comply 

with Kansas Law Chap 60, KSA 31a-04 through KSA 60-31a08. It was too late on 26 and Doc 27 are 

the same. Exhibit C's date of certified transcript for the Trial Court Judge to fix a fatal flaw of 

non-enforceability of not having a VAWA certificate of compliance. The Extended Order must be 

terminated, and reversed to at minimum Aug 10th, 2023. If petitioner seeks to have a new order issued 

she must then follow the Law of KSA 60-31a04 again for a final order, like everyone else. Reverse demanded 

from the Defendant, who does have a statutory right to demand that any protection order issued 

against him be compliant with Kansas Law. Exhibit C, shows back to back extended orders served 

and that is not Kansas Law of Extended Ordering. Kansas Judicial Code of Conduct Rule 2.7 Judge 

has a responsibility to hear a KSA 60-31a06 Motion of Facts, and Rule 2.5 [4] this PFS must be 

a a of inaccordance with Law, non docketing or delays is infringing on Interference with Judicial process 
I request that the court terminate and reverse the extended order of protection from stalking orde 


doc 26 and doc 27 as they do not follow Law [| ] Plaintiff's [V|Defendant’s Signature 


733 Hemlock St-  — — 
£, an~ Gardner KS 66030 
./s Matt Escalante [Y]Defendant’s address 


913-286-2250 
[_]Defendant’s phone number 


NOTE: IF THE PERSON FILING THIS MOTION IS THE PLAINTIFF, DO NOT 
WRITE THE PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS. 


Rev. 7/2018 KSJC Page 1 of 2 ERR OF DISTRICT COURT 


Å, 


COUNTY, KS 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-3 Filed 04/09/24 Page 18 of 39 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing Motion to Modify Protection from 
Stalking, Sexual Assault, or Human Trafficking Order email service to Christopher Wilson, who 


represents the purported victim of this VAWA non-compliant protection order case, on April 5th 


20 24 , to the following name and address: 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 


lewannalaw@gmail.com 


Abe 
[_] Plaintiff s [V]Defendant’s Signature 


Representing Party is Submitting a Copy of Motion 

to Modify/Dissolve 22CV03391 to a Peer Review 

group at the DOJ Office of Violence Against Womens Act 

in hopes that DOJ can enforce the federal laws of VAWA, 

as Kansas is failing to do so, 10th district refusing to 

follow laws of Protective Order statutes after having unlawfully 
double extended this P.O. . A redacted copy for peer review 
sent to 


US. DOJ OVW 

145 N Street NE 

Washingtong D.C 20530 

and OVW.peerreview@usdoj.gov 
OVWinfo@usdoj.gov 


Rev. 7/2018 KSJC Page 2 of 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 


IN THE MATTER OF: 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, EXHIBIT A 


vs 


“MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, 
DEFENDANT, 22CV3391 


Authentication under Act of Congress 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 


EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 


in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said Court at the City of Olathe, this 8‘ day of December 2023. 


Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form of law and made by the proper officer. 


.' Dated this 8th day of December 2023. 


D Wits ey 
Ahe 


Administrative Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
Protection from Stalking (K.S.A. 60-31a01 et seq.) G ee 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for Do Additional Years or up to Life 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Court ORI Number: l 


Plaintiff Identifiers: 


Year of Birth 


Plaintiff: 


Janelle Leigh Escalante (Date File Stamp) 


Sex: 


Defendant Identifiers: 


-a _|__ a | YOR. Bre 7 wr 
M [Hispanic | 1981 | s-ssrt_[ 120 __| 


LAST 4 DIGITS OF SSN (IF KNO 
BLACK moun | fe ee 
DRIVERS LICENSE # DL STATE DL EXP. DATE 

ee 


3, HEMLOCK’ST 
ARDNER, KS Phin 


Hearing: This matter was set for hearing on val t0 , 20 2 5 and notice was given to the parties. 


Appearances:  [X) Plaintiff DI Defendant C Defendant Does Not Appear 
{X) Plaintiff's Attorney C] Defendant's Attomey (J Other 


he Court Finds: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


mG The defendant has violated a valid protection order. 
__ The defendant has been convicted of a person felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
Kansas or the laws of another jurisdiction which are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 


member of the plaintiff's household. 


he Court Orders: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 
After review of the file and evidence, the court orders that the attached Final Protection from Stalking Order, entered on 


- £8 20_ 22 _, shall be extended: m 
endet, Shel sot conte 


{eS until z} 20.26 . ` ` evcert w 
AE E Pefetrode m covrsel 
for the lifetime of the defendant. p ae Aroan, sS on ly poy be y 


inal order shall remain in effect. Zo (ek. 


All other terms of the orig 


This order shall be effective until: 2-2 2026 A 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


SO ORDERED: 
gA -ILZ 


Date 


07/01/2012 


Scanned with CamScanner 
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WARNING TO DEFENDANT 


Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 person felony under K.S.A. 21 
thereto. 


-5924, and amendments 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 


ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON __ Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, ____KS, serve Defendant at: 


6 


**SERVED IN COURT** 


nr 
IDENTIAL PD 
“ni i Pace ae ae 
__ 


OE 
a 


07/01/2012 
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EXHIBIT B page 10 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSO? COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
) 


Respondent. 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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3 
1 visits with your children at Layne Project. 
2 Have you done that? 
3 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- TUSE = 
4 - uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
5 are these e-mails. 
6 And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 
7 that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 
8 employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
9 human resources information here. 
10 Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 
Aleit Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 
12 THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 
13 see your children? 
14 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried to. 
L3 THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 
16 confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 
17 Escalante. 
18 You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Aside 
19 the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 
20 Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
21 threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
22 pursuant to K.8.A. 50-260 == this is Document 305 of the 
2S record of action. 
24 In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 
25 least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn't 
Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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4 
I receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 
2 29th, which is well after the 30 days. 
3 So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 
4 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 
5 can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 
6 But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 
7 THE COURT: So you’re saying the Layne Project 
8 said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 
9 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 
10 Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 
11 walked in there and gave it to them. 
12 And I said, well, I never -- 
13 THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 
14 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, uh, 
15 that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 
16 THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 
Ly on account -- 
18 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we -- we were 
19 told incorrectly. 
20 So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 
24 and said put this on his account. But they didn’t == 
22 nobody notified me. 
23 And they notified you. But they didn’t tell you the 
24 circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that. == 
Z5 THE COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let’s stop. 
Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 

2 THE COURT: First of all, you’re misstating the 
3 facts. 

4 Ms. Pennell called over there to see if you had an 

5 arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
6 And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 

7 account. 

8 But whether you had money on account or not was not 
9 my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 

10 So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 
11 visits you’re not doing? 

12 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 

13 communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 
14 the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 

19 Um, I don’t know if she felt cornered or trapped, I 
16 don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 
17 my fault, um =- 

18 THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
19 her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 
20 with you. 
21 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There's no e-mails that 
22 can support that. 
23 THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 
24 correspond with you and say that they wouldn’t work with 
25 you? 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 


785-221-0039 
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1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, they just didn’t. 

2 so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 

5 please schedule. 

4 And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 

5 they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 

6 THE COURT: Mm-hm. And when was this? 

7 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one’s dated, 

8 uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 

g expire. 

10 THE COURT: And what does it say? 

11 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I said please 

12 schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that’s 
13 it. She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. She 
14 a= 

15 THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 
16 schedule by September 12th? 

17 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 
18 THE COURT: Mm-hm. And what did they say when 
T9 you talked to them on the phone? 
20 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 
2l the $200. And she’s like, we are investigating. Okay, 
ZZ that’s great. But -- 
23 THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 
24 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 
25 THE COURT: I see. 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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7 
1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: ‘Cause she gave me three 
2 different stories. 

3 THE COURT: So you offered to pay yourself 

4 rather than worry about the $200? 

5 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I didn’t get to that 

6 point. I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 
7 And then we were going to get the money. 

8 But, no, she stopped anything. 

9 THE COURT: So if I can arrange with the Layne 

10 Project, you’ll go over there right now and visit with 

de. your children? 

12 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. I mean if that’s 

13 good -- well, they've disqualified so that would be 

14 between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 

15 THE COURT: And if we could send you someplace 

16 else, like say, Passage, you’d do that today? 

17 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: If that’s what the Court 

18 felt was necessary, then, yes, it probably would have to 

19 be done. 

20 THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have these e- 

21 mails? 

22 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: LT, T dö not. 

23 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They’ re docketed, uh -- 

24 THE COURT: Docketed? What do you mean 

25 docketed? 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They're docketed in a 


higher court. Uh, in an evidence list -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 


me that Mr. Escalante, uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 
22nd, asking her to set up a session for September LAER. 
THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 


more e-mails too. 

THE COURT: And there’s a response from them? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t know. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 
them in his e-mail that got served a pleading today. He’s 
got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 


List. 


COURT: Mr. Bigus; do you have =- 


EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven’t filed this 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: How -- how did you file a 


petition for writ of habeas corpus before you’ re 


incarcerated? 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 
docket it. 
THE COURT: It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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1 THE COURT: Oh. 

2 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 

3 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 

4 clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 

5 THE COURT: The clerk here? 

6 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 

7 federal court. 

8 THE COURT: Oh, okay. 

9 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 
10 THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 
11 I’m -- I’m hearing there's an e-mail from the Layne 
12 Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 

13 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 
14 I have an e-mail at the office. I; I don't == I don’t 
1a know. I =-= 
16 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 
Ly sent it to you. 
18 THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
19 they turned him down? 
20 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 
21 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 
Ze an e-mail. 
23 THE COURT: Right. 
24 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 
25 but -- 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 


Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 
Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 
MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 


Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 


Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 


contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 
THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 
Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 
Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 
Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 
MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’ll -- 


what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 


Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the Spring. 


Maybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 
the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 
to 30. 

Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 


[HE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 


All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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10 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: == reason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 
haven’t read them word-for-word. 

THE COURT: All right. Apparently when the 
protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn’t have the original final order attached. 


We are going to serve Mr. Escalante a copy of that 
now so that he knows he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 
eMis? 
THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


previous hearing, he was given the extension. But it 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 

Mr. Escalante has complained about that. So we’re 
making sure he gets a copy of that. 

So the record should reflect that he was just served 
with that today. 


All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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I handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 

2 Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 

3 The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 

4 to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 

5 were clearly inappropriate. 

6 Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 

p children’s voices and names were being used in charges 

8 against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 
9 the children. A number of inappropriate things. 
10 At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 
1L he would take a knee and not see his children until after 
12 the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 


visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 
to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 
children. 

Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 


steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 
see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 


has explained that seeing the children would be in their 


best interest. 


[The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 


is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 


behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 

Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 
his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 

Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 
focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 
others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 
allegations on the internet. 


The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


Escalante. But just seeing there's no further reason -- a 
just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 
parenting time and child support. 

The Court will leave the issue of child support to 
the hearing officer. 

Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 
K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 


minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 


custody of the children. 
This Father has refused to see his children. 
Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-3 Filed 04/09/24 Page 34 of 39 


(=i 


N 


WW 


A 


Ol 


OY 


~] 


(oe) 


O 


10 


pa 
få 


children or contact with the children by any means until 
he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 
reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 

And produces a report from the therapist, 
recommending expanded time with the children. 

He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 
with K.S.A. ©0-254.. 

Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 
The Court will file its own journal entry. 

I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that was not the point. 


The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 


13 


you more grace and time than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


my courtroom. 

And you’ve gone the opposite direction, flailing 
about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 
this false trail of information that you’re being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
you to see your children. 

So I don’t see that there’s any point in 
incarcerating you. That wasn’t the point in the First 


place. 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 


your children. 


So given that, that will be the final order and 


judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
Journal entry. 
And with that, we’ll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 


contempt proceedings at end then? 


THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 
written, uh, job notification. 


[END OF HEARING] 
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CERTIFICATA 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 
October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 
transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Carel A. Roberts, CL 


Signature 


Date December 1.2023 
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22CV03391 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


In the Matter of EXHIBIT C = Judge 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, Petitioner knowledge of expired order 
Case No, 22CV3391 extended on 
V Division: 14 
Oct 18, 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, Respondent in Exhibit B 


NOTICE OF IN PERSON HEARING Dismiss the PO 


The court will hold a hearing on the PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF please 
PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER On August 10, 2023 at__10:00 a.m.___in 
Division 14 at the Johnson County Courthouse, 150 W Santa Fe, Olathe, Kansas. 


HEARING WILL BE IN PERSON. DO NOT APPEAR AT THE COURTHOUSE 


[sl PAUL BURMASTER 
Dated: 07/21/23 


DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON Serve on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, KS, serve Defendant at: 


20815 W 99" ST GARDNER PD 
LENEXA, KS 66220 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/21/23 12:42pm ST 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 


ONUCA GIVE MILILI eee 


FROM STALKING ORDER 


Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

l; Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff's Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff’ s Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 
and effect through and including August 10, 2023, or as otherwise may be 
modified by the Court. 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated: 07/24/23 


Judge of the District Court 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 
8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 

(913) 339-6888 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


Kansas Attorney General 
Kris W. Kobach 


120 SW 10th Avenue, 2nd Floor 

Topeka, KS 66612-1597 
PHONE: (785) 296-2215 @ FAX: (785) 296-6296 
www.ag.ks.gov 


Kansas Open Meetings Act / Kansas Open Records Act 
Complaint Form 


The Kansas Open Meetings Act (KOMA) declares that it is the public policy of this state “that meetings for the 
conduct of governmental affairs and the transaction of governmental business be open to the public.” K.S.A. 75- 
4317/(a). 


The Kansas Open Records Act (KORA) declares that it is the public policy of this state “that public records shall be 
open for inspection by any person unless otherwise provided by this act, and this act shall be liberally construed and 
applied to promote such policy.” K.S.A. 45-216(a). 


The Attorney General or the County/District Attorney may investigate alleged violations of these acts. See K.S.A. 75-4320 
and 75-4320b (KOMA); and K.S.A. 45-222 and 45-228 (KORA). 


Citizens may use this form to file a complaint with the Office of the Attorney General. If you are under 18 years of age, a 
parent or guardian may file for you. K.S.A. 45-252 and 75-4320e require the complaint to be made on a form prescribed by 
the Attorney General and attested under penalty of perjury. The form below complies with the statutory requirements. 


After we receive your complaint, we will: 
e Process your complaint and assign a case number; 
e Review it to determine whether you have alleged a violation of the KOMA or the KORA. This review is conducted 
by an attorney; and 
e Contact you in writing in approximately 10 to 14 business days to tell you the status of your complaint. 


After we receive your complaint, we may: 
e Refer the complaint to the appropriate County or District Attorney for further action; 
e Investigate the allegations; 
e Seek the appropriate remedy under the KOMA or the KORA; 
e Hold it open for a short period of time to determine if there are other similar complaints against the same public 
body or agency; or 
e Close the matter if we do not find a violation. 


If we accept your complaint for investigation, we will: 
e Contact the public body or agency and give them a chance to respond. An investigation may take 3 — 4 weeks or 
several months, depending on the nature and number of the alleged violations; and 
e Tell you about the outcome after we conclude our investigation. 


By submitting your complaint, you understand the following: 

e We will share your complaint with the public agency or official you identified and ask for a response. This 
will help us understand what happened in your particular situation; 

e Your complaint may be open to others under the Kansas Open Records Act; 

e Any investigation conducted by this office is conducted on behalf of the State of Kansas; 

e We cannot act as your private attorney. Any investigation conducted by this office is not conducted on your 
behalf as a private citizen; 

e We cannot give you legal advice about your complaint; and 


e We cannot represent you if you decide to file your own action for violation of the KOMA or the KORA. 
Please review K.S.A. 75-4320a (KOMA) or K.S.A. 45-222 (KORA) for further information on filing your own 
separate cause of action. Kansas law limits the period of time you have to file any private legal action(s). 


Rev. 01/2023 


General Information 


Matthew Escalante 


Your Name: 
Address: 733 Hemlock St 
Caine: Kansas 66030 
Phone: ? 13 286 2250 Alternate Phone: ( ) 
= Eskie678@aol.com 


Background Information 


Have you complained about this matter to any other office? 0 Yes 


Have you filed a private lawsuit related to this matter? Q Yes 


x No 
Kio 


Violation Details 


Type of Violation: U Kansas Open Meetings Act X Kansas Open Records Act 


Name of public agency/entity/official you are requesting we investigate: 


10th District Courthouse /Chiet Judge Charles Droege 


Public Agency/Entity/Official Address: 1 50 W Santa Fe St 
Olathe KS 66061 
Public Agency/Entity/Official Phone Number: 137133400 
Date of Alleged Violation: Į 0/ i 8/ 23 
Div 14 


Location of Alleged Violation: 


Please describe the alleged violation in chronological order and identify any supporting documents: 
Attach additional pages and supporting documentation, if necessary. 


On or around 


What remedy would you like to see to resolve this matter: 


Q Receive requested records 0 Receive notice of meetings xO Void action of Extended 


Order must be voided pls 


Q Other: 


By signing my name below, I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. I 


further certify 4hat I have read and understand this complaint form. 
“Ye & 2/27/24 


Signature of Complainant (Required) Date 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, 
Petitioner, 


Case No. 18-CV-3813 
Division 14 
Chapter 60D 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, 
Respondent. 
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TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


T 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 


THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 


Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 
Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 


MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 


Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 


Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 


contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 


THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 
Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 
Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 
Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 


MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’11l -- 


what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 
odify Child Support back, I believe, in the spring. 
aybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 


the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 


to 30. 
Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 


THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 


All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 
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visits with your children at Layne Project. 


Have you done that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- just - 


- uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
are these e-mails. 

And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 
that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 
employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
human resources information here. 

Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 


Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 


THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 


see your children? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried to. 


THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 


confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 


Escalante. 


You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Asid 
the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 

Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
pursuant to K.S.A. 50-260 -- this is Document 305 of the 
record of action. 

In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 
least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn’t 
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receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 
29th, which is well after the 30 days. 


So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 


can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 


But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 


TH 


[za] 


COURT: So you're saying the Layne Project 


said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 
Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 
walked in there and gave it to them. 


And I said, well, I never -- 


THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 


T 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, uh, 


that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 


THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 


on account -== 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we -- we were 


told incorrectly. 


So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 
and said put this on his account. But they didn’t -- 
nobody notified me. 

And they notified you. But they didn’t tell you the 
circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that -- 


THE COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let’s stop. 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 


THE COURT: First of all, you’re misstating the 


facts. 


Ms. Pennell called over there to s if you had an 
arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 
account. 

But whether you had money on account or not was not 
my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 

So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 


visits you’re not doing? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 


communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 


the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 
Um, I don’t know if she felt cornered or trapped, I 
don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 


my fault, um -- 


THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 


with you. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There’s no e-mails that 


can support that. 


THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 


correspond with you and say that they wouldn’t work with 


you? 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, they just didn’t. 


so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 
please schedule. 
And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 


they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 


THE COURT: Im-—hm. And when was this? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one’s dated, 


uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 


expire. 


THE COURT: And what does it say? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I said please 
schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that’s 


it. She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. She 


THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 


schedule by September 12th? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 


THE COURT: Im-hm. And what did they say when 


you talked to them on the phone? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 


the $200. And she’s like, we are investigating. Okay, 
that’s great. But -- 


THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 


T 


THE COURT: I see. 
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MR. MATTHEW 


different stories. 


THE COURT: 


rather than worry abou 


ESCALANTE: 


‘Cause she gave me thr 


So you offered to pay yourself 


t the $20 


MR. MATTHEW 


point. 


ESCALANTE: 


0? 


I didn’t get to that 


I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 


And then we were going to get the money. 


But, no, she stopped anything. 


THE COURT: 


T 


Soviet -g€ 


an arrange with the Layne 


Project, you’ll go over there right now and visit with 


your children? 


MR. MATTHEW 


ESCALANTE: 


Yeah. I mean if that’s 


good -- well, they've disqualified so that would be 


between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 


THE COURT: 


else, like say, Passag 


MR. MATTHEW 


And if we 


e, you'd 


ESCALANTE: 


en, yes, 


Mr. Bigus 


IGUS: T3 


felt was necessary, th 
be done. 
THE COURT: 
mails? 
MR. EDWARD B 
MR. MATTHEW 
THE COURT: 
docketed? 


Docketed? 


ESCALANTE: 


could send you someplace 
do that today? 
If that’s what the Court 


it probably would have to 


, do you have these e- 


I do not. 


They’ re docketed, uh -- 


What do you mean 
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MR. MATTH 


higher court. Uh, 


EW 


ESCALANTE: They're docketed in a 


in 


an evidence list -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 


me that Mr. Escalan 


te, 


uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 


22nd, asking her to set up a session for September 12th. 


THE COURT 


MR. MATTH 


more e-mails too. 


THE COURT 
MR. EDWAR 
MR. MATTH 


them in his e-mail 


Okay. 


EW 


ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 


D B 


And there's a response from them? 


IGUS: I, I don’t know. 


EW 


tha 


ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 


t got served a pleading today. He's 


got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 


Mr. Bigus, do you have -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven't filed this 


list. 
THE COURT 
yet. 
MR. MATTH 
MR. EDWAR 


EW 


D B 


ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 


IGUS: How -- how did you file a 


petition for writ of habeas corpus before you're 


incarcerated? 


MR. MATTH 


docket it. 


THE COURT 


T 


MR. MATTH 


EW 


ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 


It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 


EW 


ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 
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THE COURT: Oh. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 


clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 


THE COURT: The clerk here? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 


federal court. 


THE COURT: Oh, okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 


THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 
I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 


Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 
I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don’t 


know. Le 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 


sent it to you. 


THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 


they turned him down? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 


an e-mail. 


THE COURT: Right. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 


but. == 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: == Treason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


So the record should reflect that he was just served 
with that today. 
All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 


Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 


The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 


to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 
were clearly inappropriate. 


Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 


children’s voices and names were being used in charges 


against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 


the children. A number of inappropriate things. 


At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 
he would take a knee and not see his children until after 


the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 
visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 
to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 
children. 

Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 
steadfastly refused to see his children. 

The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 


see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 


has explained that seeing the children would be in their 
best interest. 

The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 
is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 
behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 


jail. All to no avail. 


Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 
his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 

Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 
focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 
others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 
allegations on the internet. 


The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


Escalante. But just seeing there’s no further reason -- a 
just further reason for delay. 

Parties have been divorced for several years. The 
Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 


parenting time and child support. 


The Court will leave the issue of child support to 
the hearing officer. 

Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 
K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 
minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 
custody of the children. 

This Father has refused to see his children. 


Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with the children by any means until 


he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 


reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 


And produces a report from the therapist, 


recommending expanded time with the children. 

He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 


with K.S.A. 60-254. 


Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 
The Court will file its own journal entry. 


I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that was not the point. 

The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 

I’ve been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 
you more grace and time than any litigant I’ve ever had in 
my courtroom. 

And you’ve gone the opposite direction, flailing 
about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 
this false trail of information that you’re being denied 
parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
you to see your children. 

So I don’t see that there’s any point in 
incarcerating you. That wasn’t the point in the first 
place. 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 
your children. 

So given that, that will be the final order and 
judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
journal entry. 


And with that, we’ll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 


contempt proceedings at end then? 


THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 


written, uh, job notification. 


END OF HEARING] 
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I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 
October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 
transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carel A. PUWIS, CL 


Date December 1,2023 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 


Exhibit B- 
this is Aug 10, 


IN THE MATTER OF: 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, deficient serve, 
vs per KORA, I 
“MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, would like the 
DEFENDANT, 


22CV3391 
d 


copy from October 18 stampe 
that exhibit A page 10 shows ‘exists’ 


Authentication under Act of Congress 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) ss. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


-i Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 
EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 
in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said Court at the City of Olathe, this 8t* day of December 2023. 


Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form of law and made by the proper officer. 
-Dated this 8th day of December 2023. 
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Administrative Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS g 8 
tection from Stalkin .S.A. 60-31a01 et seq.) 
Protection from gK G pe. 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for Teo Additional Years or up to Life 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Judge or Division: 14 Case Number: 22CV3391 
Court ORI Number: ; 


Plaintiff Identifiers: 


Plaintiff: 


Janelle Leigh Escalante 


Year of Birth |1983 (Date File Stamp) 


Defendant: 


Matthew Aaron Escalante 


M _ | HISPANIC | 1981 | 5-5.5FT 
LAST 4 DIGITS OF SSN (IF KNO 
BLACK BROWN | 7 E SER A yA] 


i Address 
33. HEMLOCK: ST 


GARDNER, KS 66030 


Hearing: This matter was set for hearing on B 0 , 20 2 5 and notice was given to the parties. 
Appearances: [XJ Plaintiff ÈI Defendant [C Defendant Does Not Appear 
ÈJ Plaintiffs Attorney C] Defendant’s Attomey C Other 


he Court Finds: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


ag The defendant has violated a valid protection order. 
___ The defendant has been convicted of a person felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
ansas or the laws of another jurisdiction which are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 


member of the plaintiff s household. 


he Court Orders: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 
After review of the file and evidence, the court orders that the attached Final Protection from Stalking Order, entered on 


TES 20 22 _, shall be extended: a 
Fenda. Shetl aot- co ota oe 


(eS until 7 2g , 2026. ` ; + 

___ for the lifetime of the defendant. Petrovic Ts Course l See ne: 7 
Zo aal feodas s only Mor 

inal order shall remain in effect. Bron (ed 


This order shall be effective until: Z-A- J026 . 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


All other terms of the orig 


SO ORDERED: 
gto -202Z 


Date ccrmpcaTe OF CLERK OF THE DISTRICT COURT THE 
7 9 CORRECT COR*IOF ORIG CTR! 


udge of the District Court 


fs 
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opipa NN S: ‘23 AUG 10 AN11:17 
Daen S Dor 20 ; 
Wy, 


Scanned with CamScanner 


WARNING TO DEFENDANT 


Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 person felony under K.S.A. 21-5924, and amendments 
thereto. 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 
ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON __ Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, __ KS, serve Defendant at: 


**SERVED IN COURT** CONFIDENTIAL PD 


07/01/2012 


Scanned with CamScanner 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-5 Filed 04/09/24 Page 1 of 15 


EXHIBIT 4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, 


) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 
Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 


Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 


MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 


Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 


Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 


contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 


THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 


Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 


record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 


Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 


Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 
MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’ll -- 


what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 


Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the spring. 
Maybe early summer. 
He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 


the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 


tO 30% 


Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 


THE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 


All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 
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visits with your children at Layne Project. 


Have you done that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- just - 


- uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 


are these e-mails. 


And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 


that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 


employment, officially, starting tomorrow. 


human resources information here. 


I have the 


Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 


Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 


THE COURT: So the answer is no, 


see your children? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried 


THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your mot 


you didn’t go 


tO. 


tion, you fairly 


confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 


Escalante. 
You say in 


the Judgment to 


the -- your Motion to Vacat 


the Order, long titles on 


te or Set Aside 


these things. 


Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 


threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 


pursuant to K.S.A. 50-260 -- this is Document 305 of the 


record of action. 


In that, you confess 


that you were ordered to have at 


least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn’t 
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receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 


29th, which is well after the 30 days. 


So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 


can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 


But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 


THE COURT: So you’re saying the Layne Project 


said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 


Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 


walked in there and gave it to them. 
And I said, well, I never -- 
THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, 


uh, 


that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 


THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 


on account -- 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we -- we were 


told incorrectly. 


So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 


and said put this on his account. But they didn’t -- 


nobody notified me. 


And they notified you. But they didn’t tell you the 


circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that -- 


THE COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let’s stop. 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 
THE COURT: First of all, you're misstating the 
facts. 


Ms. Pennell called over there to see if you had an 


arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 
account. 


But whether you had money on account or not was not 


my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 

So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 
visits you’re not doing? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 
communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 
the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 

Um, I don’t know if she felt cornered or trapped, I 
don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 
my fault, um -- 

THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 
with you. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There's no e-mails that 


can support that. 


THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 


correspond with you and say that they wouldn’t work with 


you? 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, they just didn’t. 


so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 


please schedule. 
And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 
they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 

THE COURT: Mm-hm. And when was this? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one’s dated, 
uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 
expire. 

THE COURT: And what does it say? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I said please 
schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that’s 


it. She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. She 


THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 


schedule by September 12th? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 


THE COURT: Mm-hm. And what did they say when 


you talked to them on the phone? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 
the $200. And she’s like, we are investigating. Okay, 
that’s great. But -- 


THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 


THE COURT: I see. 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: \Cause she gave me three 


different stories. 


THE COURT: So you offered to pay yourself 


rather than worry about the $200? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I didn’t get to that 


point. I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 


And then we were going to get the money. 


But, no, she stopped anything. 

THE COURT: So if I can arrange with the Layne 
Project, you’ll go over there right now and visit with 
your children? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. I mean if that’s 
good -- well, they've disqualified so that would be 
between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 

THE COURT: And if we could send you someplace 


else, like say, Passage, you’d do that today? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: If that’s what the Court 


felt was necessary, then, yes, it probably would have to 


be done. 

THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have these e- 
mails? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I do not. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They're docketed, uh -- 

THE COURT: Docketed? What do you mean 
docketed? 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They’re docketed in a 
higher court. Uh, in an evidence list -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 


me that Mr. Escalante, uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 
22nd, asking her to set up a session for September 12th. 
THE COURT: Okay. 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 
more e-mails too. 
THE COURT: And there’s a response from them? 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don't know. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 


them in his e-mail that got served a pleading today. He’s 


got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 
list: 

THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have -- 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven't filed this 
yet. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: How -- how did you file a 
petition for writ of habeas corpus before you're 
incarcerated? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 
docket it. 

THE COURT: It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 
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THE COURT: Oh. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 


clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 


THE COURT: The clerk here? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 


federal court. 


THE COURT: Oh, okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 


THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 


I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 


Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 


I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don’t 
know. I -- 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 
sent it to you. 

THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
they turned him down? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 


an e-mail. 


THE COURT: Right. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 


but -- 
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10 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 
THE COURT: All right. Apparently when the 
protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn’t have the original final order attached. 


We are going to serve Mr. Escalante a copy of that 


now so that he knows he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 
this? 


THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


previous hearing, he was given the extension. But it 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 


Mr. Escalante has complained about that. So we’re 
making sure he gets a copy of that. 


So the record should reflect that he was just served 


with that today. 

All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 
Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 
to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 


Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 


11 


The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 


to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 


were clearly inappropriate. 


Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 


children’s voices and names were being used in charges 


against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 


the children. A number of inappropriate things. 


At that time, the Father made clear to the Court 


he would take a knee and not see his children until af 


the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, 


that 


cer 


tO 


visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 


to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 


children. 
Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 


steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 


see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 


has explained that seeing the children would be in their 


best interest. 


The Court has threatened Father with contempt. 
is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 
behavior. 
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12 


And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 


jail. All to no avail. 


Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 


his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest 


financial support for them. 


of 


Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 


focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court 


others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 


allegations on the internet. 


and 


The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


Escalante. But just seeing there's no further reason -- a 


just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. 


The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 


parenting time and child support. 


The Court will leave the issue of child support to 


the hearing officer. 


Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 


K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 


minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 


custody of the children. 


This Father has refused to see his children. 


Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with the children by any means until 


he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 


reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 


And produces a report from the therapist, 


recommending expanded time with the children. 


He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 
with K.S.A. 60-254. 


Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 


The Court will file its own journal entry. 


I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that was not the point. 


The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 


13 


you more grace and time than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


my courtroom. 


And you’ve gone the opposite direction, flailing 


about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 


this false trail of information that you’re being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 


you to see your children. 


So I don’t see that there's any point in 


incarcerating you. 


place. 


That wasn’t the point in the first 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, 


your children. 


So given that, 


you refused to see 


that will be the final order and 


judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 


journal entry. 


And with that, 


we’ll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are == 


contempt proceedings at end then? 


THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, 


written, uh, job notification. 


[END OF HEARING] 


are these, uh, 


I’m supposed to give 
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L5 
CERTIFICATE 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 


October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 


transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carel A. Rebords, CL 


Date December 1,2023 
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STATE OF KANSAS ’ STATE OF KANSAS 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIE PROTECTION Drv PUBLIE PROTECTION DMSION 
KRIS W. KOBACH KRIS W. KopAcH 
Arzens Gesaan Anos otsemat 
| April 3, 224 
March 7, 2024 Manbew Escalante 
733 hemlock Se 

Marthew Escalante Gaednes, XS 66030 
733 Hemlock Sa 
Gardner, KS 6030 RE KORA Coerplaint - 'Teoth Judicial Distriz (onorable Paul itarmaster Division 14) 


Our File Number PP-2-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hancrable Pau) Burmastes Division 14) 
Our Pie Number PP-24-000051 Desr Mr. Escalante: 


e received your KORA complain that you rubmitted online March 35, 2O24. Ls yous 
hat the Tenth Judicel District (Hoaorsble Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 
pen Records Act (KORA) 


Dear Mr. Escalante: 


Oa March 7, 2024, we erevived your KORA complains that you eebmizted online March 6, 2004. In pour 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial Direnict (Honorable Paul Surmaster Division 14) violated 


the Karmas Open Records Act (KONA). This maner remains pending, We will consc: you if farber information 


comphine. Additionally, we will advise you of the 


mulls af our review whe 


This matter emim pending. We will contact you if further infomwron is needed relating to your 


We appreciate your patience as we cantinas our review of this matter. 
complain. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of out review when it is conchuded 


E i o Sencetely, 
We appreciate your patience as we continue out review of this mater 
utalni 
Sincerely, 
Amber Smith 
- Firs Assist y Gee 
Cpen Government Enforcement Section 
Amber Senitls ASis 
Fiest Asistant Attoeney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section | 
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the Gardner Police is Enforcing anjlllegal Order, Doc 26 and Doc 27 are fraud issued on 
Oct 18 by a JoCo district court Honorable and the Chief Honorable is furthering 

—. that fraud in Exhibit C, knowingly, and 2 million-peeple out here in the social accounts 


of Plaintiff watching that Fraud occur, and plaintiff did that to protect himself and his 
children. Please review and address properly. 
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KORA violations against the JoCo for failure to produce a prot. order from Oct 18. 22CV03391 
There is no record, and thats an illegal protection order in place. A competent court DivOC 
would see that. 


IN THE DOSTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


Case No. 22CV3391 
Division 8 


amti, 


and 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, 
Defendant. 


Ne NA Ne! Nee Se 


ORDER DENYING DEFENDANT’S MOTION 
TO TERMINATE /MODIFY PROTECTION ORDER 


Pursuant to Kansas Supreme Court Rule 107(b)(3) this case is reassigned to 
Division 8. 

Defendant Matthew Escalante seeks to terminate and/or modify the protection 
order entered in this case pursuant to K.S.A. 60-31a06(e). Mr. Escalante requests the 
Court to vacate the Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for Three Additional 
Years entered in this case on August 10, 2023. (DOC 26). The Court has determined 
pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133 that oral argument would not be of further 
assistance to the Court in its ruling on this matter. 

The Court finds that the arguments and legal theories set forth in Defendant 
Escalante’s motion are without merit and are therefore denied. The Court finds the 
Extended Protection Order (DOC 26) is a valid enforceable order which has been properly 
served upon Defendant Escalante once on July 25, 2023, and again in open court in a 
proceeding held in Case No. 18CV3813. Defendant’s claims of invalidity of the Extended 
Order of Protection for non-compliance of state and federal law are meritless. 

The Extended Protection from Stalking Order for Three Additional Years issued by 
the Court shall remain in full for and effect until it expires on July 28, 2026. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 


hl Y}. 


J. Charles Droege 
Chief Judge -10' Judicial District 
Johnson County District Court - Division 8 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
04/09/24 08:37am MM 
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Notice of Electronic Service 


Notice of the above and foregoing ruling of the court has been delivered by the 
Justice Information Management System (JIMS) automatic notification electronically 
generated upon filing of the same by the Clerk of the District Court to the e-mail addresses 


provided by counsel of record in this case. 


bl. Charles Droege 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
04/09/24 08:37am MM 
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proceeding held in Case No. 18CV3813. Defendant’s claims of invalidity of the Extended 
Order of Protection for non-compliance of state and federal law are meritless. 

The Extended Protection from Stalking Order for Three Additional Years issued by 
the Court shall remain in full for and effect until it expires on July 28, 2026. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 


hl Y}. 


J. Charles Droege 
Chief Judge -10' Judicial District 
Johnson County District Court - Division 8 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
04/09/24 08:37am MM 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-2 Filed 04/09/24 Page 2 of 2 


Notice of Electronic Service 


Notice of the above and foregoing ruling of the court has been delivered by the 
Justice Information Management System (JIMS) automatic notification electronically 
generated upon filing of the same by the Clerk of the District Court to the e-mail addresses 


provided by counsel of record in this case. 


bl. Charles Droege 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
04/09/24 08:37am MM 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-4 Filed 04/09/24 Page 1of1 
EXHIBIT E Ea 


STATE OF KANSAS ’ STATE OF KANSAS 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIE PROTECTION Drv PUBLIE PROTECTION DMSION 
KRIS W. KOBACH KRIS W. KopAcH 
Arzens Gesaan Anos otsemat 
| April 3, 224 
March 7, 2024 Manbew Escalante 
733 hemlock Se 

Marthew Escalante Gaednes, XS 66030 
733 Hemlock Sa 
Gardner, KS 6030 RE KORA Coerplaint - 'Teoth Judicial Distriz (onorable Paul itarmaster Division 14) 


Our File Number PP-2-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hancrable Pau) Burmastes Division 14) 
Our Pie Number PP-24-000051 Desr Mr. Escalante: 


e received your KORA complain that you rubmitted online March 35, 2O24. Ls yous 
hat the Tenth Judicel District (Hoaorsble Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 
pen Records Act (KORA) 


Dear Mr. Escalante: 


Oa March 7, 2024, we erevived your KORA complains that you eebmizted online March 6, 2004. In pour 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial Direnict (Honorable Paul Surmaster Division 14) violated 


the Karmas Open Records Act (KONA). This maner remains pending, We will consc: you if farber information 


comphine. Additionally, we will advise you of the 


mulls af our review whe 


This matter emim pending. We will contact you if further infomwron is needed relating to your 


We appreciate your patience as we cantinas our review of this matter. 
complain. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of out review when it is conchuded 


E i o Sencetely, 
We appreciate your patience as we continue out review of this mater 
utalni 
Sincerely, 
Amber Smith 
- Firs Assist y Gee 
Cpen Government Enforcement Section 
Amber Senitls ASis 
Fiest Asistant Attoeney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section | 


Johnson Counties 2 Violations of the KORA is Plaintiff's Proof of Claim that 

the Gardner Police is Enforcing anjlllegal Order, Doc 26 and Doc 27 are fraud issued on 
Oct 18 by a JoCo district court Honorable and the Chief Honorable is furthering 

—. that fraud in Exhibit C, knowingly, and 2 million-peeple out here in the social accounts 


of Plaintiff watching that Fraud occur, and plaintiff did that to protect himself and his 
children. Please review and address properly. 
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EXHIBIT B 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


Mbt , Plaintiff 


VS. Case No, _22-CV03391 


J.LE. , Defendant 


EXPARTE DEFENDANT FATHERS MOTION TO TERMINATE 
EXTENDED ORDER 22CV03391 FOR NONCOMPLIANCE 


WITH FEDERAL VAWA 18USC2265 AND KANSAS LAW OF 
(K.S.A. 60-31a06(e)) 


(This form cannot be used to extend a protection order.) 


[C] Plaintiff Defendant asks the court to modify the protection from stalking, sexual 
assault, or human trafficking order entered on August 10th 2025. 

K.S.A. 60-31a06(e) allows me to request modification of the protection from stalking, 
sexual assault, or human trafficking order and I am asking that the protection from stalking, 


sexual assault. or human trafficking order be changed in the following way: 


The Extended Order of Protection (doc 26) attached hereto as Exhibit A, is without 18 USC 2265 

certification, or VAWA text. All Protection Orders in the United States must have VAWA proof of 

Compliance, at minimum some VAWA text needs to be on Doc 26. DocBoth Doc 26 and Doc 27 

expired in insufficiency on August 10th 2023 (Exhibit C) Ext Order must be dismissed to comply 

with Kansas Law Chap 60, KSA 31a-04 through KSA 60-31a08. It was too late on 26 and Doc 27 are 

the same. Exhibit C's date of certified transcript for the Trial Court Judge to fix a fatal flaw of 

non-enforceability of not having a VAWA certificate of compliance. The Extended Order must be 

terminated, and reversed to at minimum Aug 10th, 2023. If petitioner seeks to have a new order issued 

she must then follow the Law of KSA 60-31a04 again for a final order, like everyone else. Reverse demanded 

from the Defendant, who does have a statutory right to demand that any protection order issued 

against him be compliant with Kansas Law. Exhibit C, shows back to back extended orders served 

and that is not Kansas Law of Extended Ordering. Kansas Judicial Code of Conduct Rule 2.7 Judge 

has a responsibility to hear a KSA 60-31a06 Motion of Facts, and Rule 2.5 [4] this PFS must be 

a a of inaccordance with Law, non docketing or delays is infringing on Interference with Judicial process 
I request that the court terminate and reverse the extended order of protection from stalking orde 


doc 26 and doc 27 as they do not follow Law [| ] Plaintiff's [V|Defendant’s Signature 


733 Hemlock St-  — — 
£, an~ Gardner KS 66030 
./s Matt Escalante [Y]Defendant’s address 


913-286-2250 
[_]Defendant’s phone number 


NOTE: IF THE PERSON FILING THIS MOTION IS THE PLAINTIFF, DO NOT 
WRITE THE PLAINTIFF’S ADDRESS. 


Rev. 7/2018 KSJC Page 1 of 2 ERR OF DISTRICT COURT 


Å, 


COUNTY, KS 


Case 2:23-cv-02529-JWB-TJJ Document 11-1 Filed 04/09/24 Page 2 of 23 


CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I served a copy of the foregoing Motion to Modify Protection from 
Stalking, Sexual Assault, or Human Trafficking Order email service to Christopher Wilson, who 


represents the purported victim of this VAWA non-compliant protection order case, on April 5th 


20 24 , to the following name and address: 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 


lewannalaw@gmail.com 


Abe 
[_] Plaintiff s [V]Defendant’s Signature 


Representing Party is Submitting a Copy of Motion 

to Modify/Dissolve 22CV03391 to a Peer Review 

group at the DOJ Office of Violence Against Womens Act 

in hopes that DOJ can enforce the federal laws of VAWA, 

as Kansas is failing to do so, 10th district refusing to 

follow laws of Protective Order statutes after having unlawfully 
double extended this P.O. . A redacted copy for peer review 
sent to 


US. DOJ OVW 

145 N Street NE 

Washingtong D.C 20530 

and OVW.peerreview@usdoj.gov 
OVWinfo@usdoj.gov 


Rev. 7/2018 KSJC Page 2 of 2 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT, JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
28 USCS SECTION 1738 


IN THE MATTER OF: 


JANELLE LEIGH ESCALANTE, 


PLAINTIFF, EXHIBIT A 


vs 


“MATTHEW AARON ESCALANTE, 
DEFENDANT, 22CV3391 


Authentication under Act of Congress 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, Jennie Leach, Chief Clerk of the District Court, in and for Johnson 
County, do hereby certify that the foregoing is a full and correct copy of 


EXTENSION OF PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER FILED 23 AUG 10 AM 11:17 


in the case therein entitled, as the same appears in my office. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand, and affixed the Seal of 
Said Court at the City of Olathe, this 8‘ day of December 2023. 


Jennie Leach 
Chief Clerk of the District Court 


STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS. 
COUNTY OF JOHNSON) 


I, J. Charles Droege, Judge of the Tenth Judicial District of said 
State, and Administrative Judge of the District Court of Johnson County, do 
hereby certify that Jennie Leach, by whom the above attestation was made, was 
at the date thereof Chief Clerk of the District Court, duly qualified, and 
that the same is in due form of law and made by the proper officer. 


.' Dated this 8th day of December 2023. 


D Wits ey 
Ahe 


Administrative Judge 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
Protection from Stalking (K.S.A. 60-31a01 et seq.) G ee 


Extension of Protection from Stalking Order for Do Additional Years or up to Life 


K.S.A. 60-31a06(d 
Court ORI Number: l 


Plaintiff Identifiers: 


Year of Birth 


Plaintiff: 


Janelle Leigh Escalante (Date File Stamp) 


Sex: 


Defendant Identifiers: 


-a _|__ ae | YOR | Bre 7 wr 
M [Hispanic | 1981 | s-ssrt_[ 120 __| 


LAST 4 DIGITS OF SSN (IF KNO 
BLACK moun | fe ee 
DRIVERS LICENSE # DL STATE DL EXP. DATE 

ee 


3, HEMLOCK’ST 
ARDNER, KS Phin 


Hearing: This matter was set for hearing on val t0 , 20 2 5 and notice was given to the parties. 


Appearances:  [X) Plaintiff DI Defendant C Defendant Does Not Appear 
{X) Plaintiff's Attorney C] Defendant's Attomey (J Other 


he Court Finds: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 


mG The defendant has violated a valid protection order. 
__ The defendant has been convicted of a person felony or a conspiracy, criminal solicitation or attempt thereof, under the laws of 
Kansas or the laws of another jurisdiction which are substantially similar to such person felony, committed against the plaintiff or a 


member of the plaintiff's household. 


he Court Orders: (Only the provision(s) initialed by the judge apply.) 
After review of the file and evidence, the court orders that the attached Final Protection from Stalking Order, entered on 


- £8 20_ 22 _, shall be extended: m 
endet, Shel sot conte 


{eS until z} 20.26 . ` ` evcert w 
AE E Pefetrode m covrsel 
for the lifetime of the defendant. p ae Aroan, sS on ly poy be y 


inal order shall remain in effect. Zo (ek. 


All other terms of the orig 


This order shall be effective until: 2-2 2026 A 


ONLY THE COURT CAN CHANGE THIS ORDER. 


SO ORDERED: 
gA -ILZ 


Date 


07/01/2012 


Scanned with CamScanner 


:23-CV- -JWB-TJJ Document 11-1 Filed 04/09/24 Page 5 of 23 


WARNING TO DEFENDANT 


Violation of this order may be a severity level 6 person felony under K.S.A. 21 
thereto. 


-5924, and amendments 


ATTACH THIS EXTENSION ORDER TO THE ORIGINAL PROTECTION FROM STALKING 


ORDER. 


PRAECIPE/REQUEST FOR SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON __ Service on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, ____KS, serve Defendant at: 


6 


**SERVED IN COURT** 


mm 
IDENTIAL PD 
“ni i Pace 
mm 


OE 
a 


07/01/2012 
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EXHIBIT B page 10 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSO? COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, ) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3613 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
) 


Respondent. 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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visits with your children at Layne Project. 


Have you done that? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I have had -- TUSE = 

- uh, started attempting to schedule on August 22nd. Here 
are these e-mails. 

And, uh, Layne Project failed to let me do that. Um, 


that is here from Trina, the Director. And I am reporting 


employment, officially, starting tomorrow. I have the 
human resources information here. 
Since within seven days I’m required to do that. Uh, 


Bigus -- Mr. Bigus has that. 


THE COURT: So the answer is no, you didn’t go 
see your children? 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I tried to. 

THE COURT: Uh-huh. And your motion, you fairly 
confessed the fact that you violated my order, Mr. 
Escalante. 

You say in the -- your Motion to Vacate or Set Aside 
the Judgment to the Order, long titles on these things. 

Given on August 14th, supervised parenting time and 
threat of loss of liberty from the presiding judge PWB 
pursuant to K.8.A. 50-260 == this is Document 305 of the 
record of action. 

In that, you confess that you were ordered to have at 


least one visit within 30 days. And that you didn't 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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4 
I receive any denial from the Layne Project until September 
2 29th, which is well after the 30 days. 
3 So why not exercise your first visit in the 30 days? 
4 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: September 12th is what 
5 can show. So that is inexperience showing in that motion. 
6 But, no, um, Layne Project, Trina -- 
7 THE COURT: So you’re saying the Layne Project 
8 said they wouldn’t take you? Why is that? 
9 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Layne -- uh, the Layne 
10 Project had said the $200 was not mine. They said I 
11 walked in there and gave it to them. 
12 And I said, well, I never -- 
13 THE COURT: What -- what -- what $200? 
14 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The $200 that you, uh, 
15 that was indicated to the Court was on a credit of mine? 
16 THE COURT: I was told that you had some money 
Ly on account -- 
18 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah, uh, we -- we were 
19 told incorrectly. 
20 So she finally tells me that. An attorney walked in 
24 and said put this on his account. But they didn’t == 
22 nobody notified me. 
23 And they notified you. But they didn’t tell you the 
24 circumstances of how that occurred. Uh, that. == 
Z5 THE COURT: Ms. -- Ms. -- okay, let’s stop. 
Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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5 
1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. 
2 THE COURT: First of all, you’re misstating the 
3 facts. 
4 Ms. Pennell called over there to see if you had an 
5 arrearage or some reason that you couldn’t do the visits. 
6 And they said you could. And in fact, you had money on 
7 account. 
8 But whether you had money on account or not was not 
9 my order. My order was that you go do the visits. 
10 So what does this $200 have to do with you doing the 
11 visits you’re not doing? 
12 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She got off 
13 communications with me, Trina did. When I asked her about 
14 the $200. I asked very nicely, very pleasantly. 
19 Um, I don’t know if she felt cornered or trapped, I 
16 don’t know what happened there. But I know that was not 
17 my fault, um =- 
18 THE COURT: Let -- let me guess. You harassed 
19 her about whoever put the $200 on, she finally got fed up 
20 with you. 
21 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: There's no e-mails that 
22 can support that. 
23 THE COURT: Uh-huh. And when did they 
24 correspond with you and say that they wouldn’t work with 
25 you? 
Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 


785-221-0039 
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6 

1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, they just didn’t. 

2 so I got in Aug -- August 22nd, first attempt where I said 

5 please schedule. 

4 And I’ve got a whole series of e-mails, um, where 

5 they -- she wouldn’t schedule it. 

6 THE COURT: Mm-hm. And when was this? 

7 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, this one’s dated, 

8 uh, September 12th. Uh, was when 30 days was about to 

g expire. 

10 THE COURT: And what does it say? 

11 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Uh, I said please 

12 schedule this by September 12th. And, uh, and then that’s 
13 it. She never fulfilled her end of the deal on that. She 
14 a= 

15 THE COURT: So you sent an e-mail saying please 
16 schedule by September 12th? 

17 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I called them as well. 
18 THE COURT: Mm-hm. And what did they say when 
T9 you talked to them on the phone? 
20 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She -- let’s talk about 
2l the $200. And she’s like, we are investigating. Okay, 
ZZ that’s great. But -- 
23 THE COURT: She wanted to talk about the 200? 
24 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Absolutely. 
25 THE COURT: I see. 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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7 
1 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: ‘Cause she gave me three 
2 different stories. 

3 THE COURT: So you offered to pay yourself 

4 rather than worry about the $200? 

5 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I didn’t get to that 

6 point. I was worried about find -- identifying the day. 
7 And then we were going to get the money. 

8 But, no, she stopped anything. 

9 THE COURT: So if I can arrange with the Layne 

10 Project, you’ll go over there right now and visit with 

de. your children? 

12 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yeah. I mean if that’s 

13 good -- well, they've disqualified so that would be 

14 between you and -- you and the Layne Project. 

15 THE COURT: And if we could send you someplace 

16 else, like say, Passage, you’d do that today? 

17 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: If that’s what the Court 

18 felt was necessary, then, yes, it probably would have to 

19 be done. 

20 THE COURT: Mr. Bigus, do you have these e- 

21 mails? 

22 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: LT, T dö not. 

23 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They’ re docketed, uh -- 

24 THE COURT: Docketed? What do you mean 

25 docketed? 

Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: They're docketed in a 


higher court. Uh, in an evidence list -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I have a letter in front of 


me that Mr. Escalante, uh, sent to Trina Nudson on August 
22nd, asking her to set up a session for September LAER. 
THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Counsel has a copy of 


more e-mails too. 

THE COURT: And there’s a response from them? 

MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t know. 

MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Nah, uh, Counsel has 
them in his e-mail that got served a pleading today. He’s 
got a bunch of e-mails that are attached to an exhibit 


List. 


COURT: Mr. Bigus; do you have =- 


EDWARD BIGUS: Well, you haven’t filed this 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, it is. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: How -- how did you file a 


petition for writ of habeas corpus before you’ re 


incarcerated? 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: The clerk agreed to 
docket it. 
THE COURT: It, it was dismissed, Mr. Bigus. 
MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, this is a new one. 


Integrity Transcription, Carol A. Roberts, Certified Shorthand Reporter 
785-221-0039 
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1 THE COURT: Oh. 

2 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 

3 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 

4 clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 

5 THE COURT: The clerk here? 

6 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 

7 federal court. 

8 THE COURT: Oh, okay. 

9 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 
10 THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 
11 I’m -- I’m hearing there's an e-mail from the Layne 
12 Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 

13 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 
14 I have an e-mail at the office. I; I don't == I don’t 
1a know. I =-= 
16 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 
Ly sent it to you. 
18 THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
19 they turned him down? 
20 MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 
21 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 
Ze an e-mail. 
23 THE COURT: Right. 
24 MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 
25 but -- 
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THE COURT: We will be on the record in Case 


Number 18-CV-3813. Today is October 18th, 2023. 
Counsels, will you please announce your appearances? 
MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Please the Court, Your 


Honor, Petitioner by and through Counsel Chris Wilson. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: If it please the Court, 


Matthew Escalante appears in person with, uh, Counsel for 


contempt proceedings, Edward L. Bigus. 
THE COURT: All right. Please be seated. 
Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 1001, parties may not 
record the hearing without the Court’s consent. 
Violation of that is a matter of contempt. 
Mr. Wilson, can you tell me what the status is of the 
child support in this case? 
MR. CHRISTOPHER WILSON: Yes, Judge and I’ll -- 


what I do know is that Mr. Escalante filed a Motion to 


Modify Child Support back, I believe, in the Spring. 


Maybe early summer. 

He has not pursued that motion. I understand that 
the judgment, arrears judgment is near $30,000. Maybe 28 
to 30. 

Um, so that’s what I understand at this point. 


[HE COURT: All right. Thank you, Mr. Wilson. 


All right. We last appeared on August 14th. At that 


time, Mr. Escalante, you were ordered to conduct three 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not give any -- 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Some of them have been -- 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: == reason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: -- 20 pages and I frankly 
haven’t read them word-for-word. 

THE COURT: All right. Apparently when the 
protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn’t have the original final order attached. 


We are going to serve Mr. Escalante a copy of that 
now so that he knows he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 
MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 
eMis? 
THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


previous hearing, he was given the extension. But it 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 

Mr. Escalante has complained about that. So we’re 
making sure he gets a copy of that. 

So the record should reflect that he was just served 
with that today. 


All right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. Over a year ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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WA 

I handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 

2 Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 

3 The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 

4 to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 

5 were clearly inappropriate. 

6 Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 

p children’s voices and names were being used in charges 

8 against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 
9 the children. A number of inappropriate things. 
10 At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 
1L he would take a knee and not see his children until after 
12 the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 


visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 
to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 
children. 

Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 


steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 
see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 


has explained that seeing the children would be in their 


best interest. 


[The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 


is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 


behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 

Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 
his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 

Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 
focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 
others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 
allegations on the internet. 


The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


Escalante. But just seeing there's no further reason -- a 
just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 
parenting time and child support. 

The Court will leave the issue of child support to 
the hearing officer. 

Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 
K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 


minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 


custody of the children. 
This Father has refused to see his children. 
Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with the children by any means until 
he contacts the Livingston Counseling Office, begins 
reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 

And produces a report from the therapist, 
recommending expanded time with the children. 

He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 
without delay. 

There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 
kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 
This is a final order and judgment issued in accordance 
with K.S.A. ©0-254.. 

Parties are advised they may appeal this decision. 
The Court will file its own journal entry. 

I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that was not the point. 


The point was to get you to try to show some 
responsibility here, support your children, visit your 
children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patient as I can with you. I’ve given 


i 


you more grace and time than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


my courtroom. 

And you’ve gone the opposite direction, flailing 
about, blaming everyone, complaining to everyone, laying 
this false trail of information that you’re being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
you to see your children. 

So I don’t see that there’s any point in 
incarcerating you. That wasn’t the point in the First 


place. 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 


your children. 


So given that, that will be the final order and 


judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
Journal entry. 
And with that, we’ll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 


contempt proceedings at end then? 


THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 
written, uh, job notification. 


[END OF HEARING] 
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CERTIFICATA 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing třanscript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 
October 18, 2023, was prepared using standard electronic 
transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Carel A. Roberts, CL 


Signature 


Date December 1.2023 
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22CV03391 
Div14 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


In the Matter of EXHIBIT C = Judge 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, Petitioner knowledge of expired order 
Case No, 22CV3391 extended on 
V Division: 14 
Oct 18, 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, Respondent in Exhibit B 


NOTICE OF IN PERSON HEARING Dismiss the PO 


The court will hold a hearing on the PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF please 
PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER On August 10, 2023 at__10:00 a.m.___in 
Division 14 at the Johnson County Courthouse, 150 W Santa Fe, Olathe, Kansas. 


HEARING WILL BE IN PERSON. DO NOT APPEAR AT THE COURTHOUSE 


[sl PAUL BURMASTER 
Dated: 07/21/23 


DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON Serve on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, KS, serve Defendant at: 


20815 W 99" ST GARDNER PD 
LENEXA, KS 66220 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/21/23 12:42pm ST 
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22CV03391 
Divl4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 


ONUCA GIVE MILILI eee 


FROM STALKING ORDER 


Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

l; Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiff's Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff’ s Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 
and effect through and including August 10, 2023, or as otherwise may be 
modified by the Court. 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated: 07/24/23 


Judge of the District Court 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 
8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 

(913) 339-6888 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


IN THE JOHNSON COUNTY DISTRICT COURT 


CIVIL DIVISION 

FLEE: ) Case No. 22CV03391 
Petitioner ) 

) 
& ) 

) 
M.ALE. ) 
Defendant ) 


DEFENDANT FATHERS OBJECTION TO DISMISSAL OF MOTION TO 
TERMINATE EXTENDED ORDER OF PFS 22CV03391 A FRAUD UPON 
THE COURT BY THE PRESIDING CHIEF JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT 


COMES NOW, The father of the Escalante minor children and defendant of this fraud Extended Order 
of purported protection from Stalking. Lies. The Chief Judge Charles Droege indicates a 'meritless' a 
to the Defendant's Motion to Terminate the Extended Order of Protection in 22CV03391. The Chief Judge 

speaks of '"FRIVILOUS' but the Defendant speaks of 'FRAUD' . Chief Judge Charles Droege's 10th District 
Judiciary isin VIOLATION OF TWO COUNTS OF THE KANSAS OPEN RECORDS ACT in this proceeding 
of 22CV03391, regarding Doc 26 and Doc 27, on the date of October 18, 2023. The Extended Order of PFS 

was issued by former presiding Judge of the family court Paul William Burmaster on Aug 10, 2023, but it was 

also purportedly served onto Defendant Father on October 18, 2023 in the Div 14 courtroom, by personal 

service, with Four Witness and a Certified and Authenticed case record of Transcript from that hearing. On page 

10 of Exhibit B, the Paul W Burmaster, who is called Judge, states, "LET THE RECORD REFLECT" that 

Mr Escalante was being physically served a printed copy of Aug 10's failed, and flawed Doc 26, still dated with 

Aug 10, and alongwith it, that time was the Original Final Order, that contained the needed 18USC 2265 
Certificate of Compliance. Burmaster gives himself up on Page 10, admitting that he did not attach the 

Original Final Order on Aug 10, 2023. As he stated, "Mr Escalante has complained about that". Defendant 

did a little more than complain about it, he told Judge Burmaster that he breaking federal laws of 18USC2265. 
Burmaster made a poor choice to ignore the notification being given to him by father in August of insufficiency 

and Doc26. And he comes back to reality by Oct 18, 2023 as he is seen issuing Extended Order of PFS AGAIN, 
back to back from the Aug 10 serve, and that not what KSA 60-3106 allows under Kansas Laws. 


On Aug 10, 2023, Doc 26 was not issued alone. Doc 27 was issued with it to the Gardner, Kansas police 
department by electronic mail service to comply with Johnson County Administrative Order 2013-12 
RE:PROTECTION FROM ABUSE & PROTECTION FROM STALKING EMAIL NOTICE TO 
POLICE DEPARTMENTS. 

Doc 27 was served to Gardner Police Department on Aug 10, 2023 in this case record, but if the Court even 
believes that Paul Burmasters attempt to correct an Aug 10, fatal flaw of Process of Service from deficiency 

of Doc 26, than Doc 27 must have also been corrected. Where then is the Document Number of Electronic 
Service to the Gardner Police Department on October 18, 2023 filed with the Clerk, that MUST, have also come 
With any form of service on October 18, 2023 with a purported correction of Doc 26? There is no record 

of Electronic Service on October 18, 2023 to the Gardner Police. Defendant and Kris Kobach/Public Protection 
Office are inquiring for INSPECTION under KORA statutes 

As a matter of Fact, where is also then, Doc 26 as a new case record also on October 18, 2023, because it's missing 
too. The Defendant and Kris Kobach/Public Protection Officer are inquiring for inspection under KORA? 
Exhibit C, TWO OPEN KORA INQUIRIES OF DOC 26, and Doc 27, from Oct 18th issuance are missing 
from County Record, but however it's in the Defendant's transcripts Exhibit B, page 10, being placed as Judge 
"LET THE RECORD REFLECT" Where is your records Chief? 

The Court does not have records of it. As it never really occurred. And this Court is witness to a crime of 

KSA 21-5907 of Paul W Burmaster against the Father Victim Matthew Escalante on Oct 18, 2023, 


when Judge DISTRIBUTED to Mr Escalante, old dated documents from Aug 10, 2023 and July 28, 2022, which 
PURPORTED TO BE legit current and file/stamped COURT Extended ORDER of PFS, to make Mr Escalante 
BELIEVE that he was served a valid PFS with the INTENT TO MISLEAD Mr Escalante so he would take action 
and non-action in RELIANCE thereon: 


Kansas Criminal Statute KSA 21-5907a) Simulating legal process is: 

(1) DISTRIBUTING to another any document which simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause 
others to BELIEVE it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or other legal process; COURT ORDER) with the 
INTENT TO MISLEAD the recipient and cause the recipient to take action in RELIANCE thereon; or 


Burmaster crime of KSA 21-5907, is affimative unless the Court can produce Oct 18 New numbered documents 


other than Doc 26 and Doc 27, as those are assigned to Aug 10, 2023, Chief, where your docs? 


Exhibit D- Two VIOLATIONS OF KORA, fall onto this Court and reveals a crime against the Escalante 
minor children at the end of this, is where it lands. The Court was aiming at father, but hit Daughters. 
And for that the Court will Account to the Proper Standard of the Law and to the furthest extent possible. 


As Exhibit E, shows this Court and Chief Judge have an issue with abuse of power and discretion regarding 
Administrative Orders outside of the one just mentioned prior. 


FRAUD UPON THE COURT IN A PURPORTED DOMESTIC VIOLENCE CASE THAT ORIGINATE 
THROUGH FRAUDULENT ACTIONS OF CHRISTOPHER T WILSON AND MOTHER. 
PURPORTED SERVANTS OF BEST INTEREST OF CHILDREN. LIES. FRAUDS. 


Exhibit F, the Undersigned Christopher T Wilson while holding Kansas Bar License #15527. As Chris 
brought an another act of fraud into Escalante cases and then hid himself behind the protection order 
that wasn't even his. COWARD. Show yourself Mr Bigshot Attorney. 


As he hurt the Escalante minor daughters, and for that you will account also under proper standard of the 


Law and to the FURTHEST extent for harming my children. 


Mb 


Matthew Escalante 

733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 66030 
Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskieG678@aol.com 
No fax 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I certify that the Objection to Chief Judge's Dismissal of Defendants Motion to Terminate PFS 
was sent to the following address in this proceeding via Electronic Mail Service 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com Mother J.L.E's purported professional attorney #15527 


lewannalaw@gmail Purported Guardian Ad Litem purported DefenderProtect of the Children LIES 
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EXHIBIT 4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 


JANELLE ESCALANTE, 


) 
Petitioner, ) Case No. 18-CV-3813 
) Division 14 
vs ) Chapter 60D 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE, ) 
Respondent. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 


PROCEEDINGS had before the HONORABLE JUDGE PAUL W. 
BURMASTER, District Court Judge of Johnson County, Kansas, in 
connection with the above-captioned matter on the 18th of 
October, 2023. 


APPEARANCES 


The Petitioner appeared by and through Counsel Mr. 
Christopher Wilson, Beam-Ward, Kruse, et al., 6845 Collage 
Boulevard, Suite 250, Overland Park, Kansas, 66210. Both 
Respondent and Counsel appeared via Zoom video. 


The Respondent appeared in person and by and through 
Counsel Mr. Edward L. Bigus, 110 South Cherry, Suite 203, 
Olathe, Kansas, 66061, via Zoom video. 


Transcribed by: Carol A. Roberts, CSR 
Supreme Court #1051 
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THE COURT: Oh. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I guess this was filed today? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: Yes, she had -- the 


clerk is going to docket at 11:00. 


THE COURT: The clerk here? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: No, the -- in the 


federal court. 


THE COURT: Oh, okay. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: We felt that was fair. 


THE COURT: Do you have that e-mail, Mr. Bigus? 


£ 


I’m -- I’m hearing there’s an e-mail from the Layne 


Project saying they denied him but I’m not seeing it. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Um, I, it, it’s possible that 


I have an e-mail at the office. I, I don’t -- I don’t 
know. E == 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: You do. I guess, I, uh, 


sent it to you. 
THE COURT: And does -- is there a reason why 
they turned him down? 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did not -- she -- 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: I, I don’t recall seeing such 


an e-mail. 


THE COURT: Right. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: And they go across my desk, 


but -- 
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MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: She did n 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


Some of them h 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: -- reason. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


E 


-- 20 pages an 


haven’t read them word-for-word. 


THE COURT: All right. 


10 
ot give any -- 


ave been -- 


d I frankly 


Apparently when the 


protection from stalking and related case was served, it 


didn’t have the original 
We are going to 


now so that he knows 


this? 


previous 


serve Mr. Escalante a 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: 


he’s got a cop -- a copy of it. 


final order attached. 


copy of that 


I’m -- I’m sorry, what is 


THE COURT: When the PFS was extended at a 


hearing, he was given the extension. But it 


didn’t have the attached original final order. 


Mr. 


Escalante has complained about that. So we're 


making sure he gets a copy of that. 


So 


with tha 


All 


t today. 


the record should reflect that he was just served 


right. The reason that the Court sentenced Mr. 


visit with his children. 


And he hasn’t done that. 


Over a year 


Escalante to 30 days in jail and gave him the opportunity 


to purge that is because the Court wanted Mr. Escalante to 


ago on June 


30th, Father was ordered by this Court to exercise a 
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handful of supervised parenting sessions at the Layne 


Project due to messages he had sent to his children. 


The Court wanted to make clear that Father was safe 


to be with the children. Because the messages he sent 


were clearly inappropriate. 


Saying that Mom hated him. Saying that the 
children’s voices and names were being used in charges 
against him, including copies of those charges in texts to 


the children. A number of inappropriate things. 


At that time, the Father made clear to the Court that 


he would take a knee and not see his children until after 


the first of the year. 


The Court implored Mr. Escalante to reconsider, to 


visit his children, to work with the Guardian ad Litem and 


to reestablish a normal parenting time routine with his 


children. 
Since that time, Father has stead flat (sic) 


£ 


steadfastly refused to see his children. 


The Court has done all it can to encourage Father to 
see his children. The Court has asked Father. The Court 
has explained that seeing the children would be in their 
best interest. 

The Court has threatened Father with contempt. Which 
is the purpose of contempt. To -- to coerce correct 
behavior. 
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And the Court has even sentenced Father to 30 days in 
jail. All to no avail. 


E 


Even at no cost to him, Father has refused to visit 


his children. He has steadfastly refused to see his 
children and refused to provide all but the tiniest of 
financial support for them. 


Instead of seeing or supporting his children, he has 


focused on harassing Mother, her Counsel, the Court and 


others with frivolous lawsuits and absolutely false 


allegations on the internet. 
The Court has been as patient as it can be with Mr. 


£ 


Escalante. But just seeing there’s no further reason -- a 


just further reason for delay. 


Parties have been divorced for several years. The 


Court has made plain that only two issues remain, which is 


parenting time and child support. 


The Court will leave the issue of child support to 


the hearing officer. 


Regarding parenting time, the Court finds pursuant to 


K.S.A. 23-3203, that it is in the best interest of the 


minor children for Mother to have sole decision making 


custody of the children. 


This Father has refused to see his children. 


Further, as Father is actively estranged himself from 


the children, Father will exercise no time with the 
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children or contact with 


he contacts the Livingston Counseling Of 


13 


the children by any means until 


es 


ice, begins 


reintegrated therapy with the children at his expense. 


And produces a report from the therapist, 


recommending expanded time with the children. 


He is directed to contact Livingston Counseling 


without delay. 


There -- the Court will consider no motions of any 


kind by Father until he complies with the Court’s order. 


F= 


This is a 


with K.S.A. 60-254. 


Parties are advised 


inal order and judgment issued in accordance 


they may appeal this decision. 


The Court will file its own journal entry. 


I’m not going to send you to jail today, Mr. 


Escalante. Because that 


was not the point. 


The point was to get you to try to show some 


responsibility here, support your children, visit your 


children, parent your children. 


I’ve been as patien 


t as I can with you. I’ve given 


you more grace and time 
my courtroom. 
And you’ve gone the 


about, blaming everyone, 


than any litigant I’ve ever had in 


opposite direction, flailing 


complaining to everyone, laying 


this false trail of information that you’re being denied 


parenting time when the opposite is true. 
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The Court has repeatedly urged you and even ordered 
you to see your children. 


So I don’t see that there’s any point in 


incarcerating you. That wasn’t the point in the first 


place. 


It was to try to get you to comply. But it’s clear 


that even under the threat of jail, you refused to see 
your children. 


So given that, that will be the final order and 


judgment. But the Court -- the Court will issue its own 
journal entry. 


And with that, we'll be adjourned. Thank you. 


MR. EDWARD BIGUS: Are -- are these, uh, 
contempt proceedings at end then? 
THE COURT: They are. 


MR. MATTHEW ESCALANTE: I, I’m supposed to give 


written, uh, job notification. 


[END OF HEARING] 
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CERTIFICATE 


I, Carol A. Roberts certify that the foregoing transcript 


of proceedings in the District Court of Johnson County, Kansas, 


In the Matter of Escalante, Docket No. 18-CV-3813, held on 


October 18, 2023, 


was prepared using standard electronic 


transcription equipment and is a true and accurate record of 


the proceedings to the best of my knowledge and ability. 


Signature Carol A. puts, CL 


Date December 1,2023 
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22CV03391 
Div14 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


In the Matter of EXHIBIT C ī Judge 
JANELLE ESCALANTE, Petitioner knowledge of expired order 
SARE INO: 22CV3391 extended on 
V Division: 14 
Oct 16, 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE, Respondent in Exhibit B 


NOTICE OF IN PERSON HEARING Dismiss the PO 


The court will hold a hearing on the PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF please 
PROTECTION FROM STALKING ORDER On August 10, 2023 at 10:00 a.m. _in 
Division 14 at the Johnson County Courthouse, 150 W Santa Fe, Olathe, Kansas. 


HEARING WILL BE IN PERSON. DO NOT APPEAR AT THE COURTHOUSE 


/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
Dated: 07/21/23 


DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


PRAECIPE FOR ISSUANCE OF SERVICE 


To the Sheriff of JOHNSON Serve on Chief Law Enforcement Officer: 
County, KS, serve Defendant at: 


20815 W 99" ST GARDNER PD 
LENEXA, KS 66220 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/21/23 12:42pm ST 
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22CV03391 
Divl4 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) Court No. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 


VRE LOGIVI EEE SS DfA 2 eee Tem 


FROM STALKING ORDER 


Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

1: Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiffs Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff's Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 
and effect through and including August 10, 2023, or as otherwise may be 
modified by the Court. 


[sl PAUL BURMASTER 
IT IS SO ORDERED. Dated: 07/24/23 


Judge of the District Court 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 
8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 

(913) 339-6888 


cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 
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EXHIBIT E PN 


STATE OF KANSAS ’ STATE OF KANSAS 
OFrnmce ort THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
MAUS PROTECTION Over PUBLIC FROTECTON DMISION 


KRIS W, KOBACH KRIS W. KODACH 
‘Ariomay Genton AOSS GENAL 


| April 3, 2024 
March 7, 2024 Matthew Escalante 
733 Hemlock Se 
Marthew Escalante Gazdnes, KS 4030 
733 Hemlock S+ 
Gardner, KS 6030 RE KORA Coenphint - ‘te dicial Distric (tomorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 


J 
‘Gur File Number PP-24-000086 
RE: KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Hanarable Pan) Burmaster Divisio 14) 7 ` 
Our Pile Number PP-2¢-000051 Desr Mr- Escalante: 


ret mp you tulommitted ooline March 34, 2024. Lis yen 
Dear Mz. Escalante: en seceived your KORA compiaing that you eubmitted « line Ms h KIA. In yous 


istrict (Honorsble Paul Burm: ion 14) violited 


a hee cbs Act (KORA)? 
Oa March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complain: that you pobmirted online March 6, 2024, In your aiii 2 


complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial Diserict (Homoraile Paul Huemasrer Division 14) violated 


the Karmas Open Records Act (KORA)! This maner remains pending, We will contact you if further information is ¢ 


ccanphiint, Additioaally, we will advise you cf th ts of our review when it is 


relating, to your 
od 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further inicewarion is needed rehting to your 
complains. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of out review when itis conchuded 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter, 


Sincerely, 


Anta Qnie 


We appreciate your patience as we continue out review of this maticr 
Sincerely, 


QmbaQmith 


Amber Senitls ASis 
Fiest Avsistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section | 


Johnson Counties 2 Violations of the KORA is Plaintiffs Proof of Claim that 
the Gardner Police is Enforcing an|Illegal Order, Doc 26 and Doc 27 are fraud issued on 
Oct 18 by a JoCo district court Honorable and the Chief Honorable is furthering 

- that fraud in Exhibit C, knowingly, and 2 million-peeple out here in the social accounts 


of Plaintiff watching that Fraud occur, and plaintiff did that to protect himself and his 
children. Please review and address properly. 


cement Section 


Asus 


VESA 45-215 omg 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
IN THE DISTRICT OF KANSAS 


MATTHEW ESCALANTE CASE NO. 2:23-CV02529 


et. al. S.J.E, a minor child 


vs. 


CITY OF GARDNER, GARDNER POLICE DEPT 
& ITS ASSOCIATES 
Defendants 


_—-_4_-_ n a 4 


MOTION TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE OF JOHNSON COUNTY 


DISTRICT COURT CASES OF 24-DV00172, 22CV03391 22CV0890 & 18CV03813 

DECEIVING BY JOCO CHIEF & DISTRICT HONORABLE OF DV ORDERS & DEFENDANT PD IS KNOWINGLY ENFORCING V 

COMES NOW, the Plaintiff, Matthew Escalante, as his own counsel respectfully beckons 

the Court to take Judicial Notice of events transpiring in the Plaintiff's Johnson county cases 

that direct pertain to this proceeding and bring merit to his claims in this court over the 

last 9 months in 4 civil rights lawsuits. This request is pursuant Rule 201, Judicial Notice 

of Adjudicative Facts (b) kinds of facts that may judicially noticed. The court may judiciall 

notice a fact that is not subject to reasonable dispute because it (1) is generally known within 

the trial court's territorrial jurisidiction or can be accurately and readily determined from sources 

whose accuracy cannot reasonable be questioned. Section (d) of rule 201 states (d) timing, the 

court may take judicial notice at any stage of the proceeding. 

The plaintiff has approached the United States Court in March and October 2023 on Good Faith 

with bringing Honorable Burmaster before this court in Burmaster I and II civil rights lawsuits. 

A testimony of the Plaintiff's merit and cause for general concern of the State of Kansas, pertaining 

to the Johnson County Court and the Defendant Gardner Police Department is Seen in the following 


Facts: 


1. Johnson County Case 22CV03391 is protection order from Stalking case that Plaintiff has stated 
in these proceeding of his of recent that the case is meritless. Two entries, into the PFS 
case showing in the docket this week give testimony to that. 


A. 04/08/24 FILE STAMP- ORDER FROM THE COURT OF APPEALS, THE EXTRAORDINARY 
RELIEF OF A WRIT OF MANDAMUS CANNOT BE INVOKED TO CONTROL SUCH 
DISCRETIONARY ACTIONS 


1. This is the second writ of mandamus request that has been given to the Kan. Sup 
Ct. regarding the Poa order case. No docket entry was placed from the 
high court in the first mandamus request in September of 2023, but there was 
this time. And that is because the Plaintiff also informed the Kansas Supreme 
Court that the Civil Judge Paul Burmaster had been removed from proceedin 
entirely and that Plaintiff was being unconstitutionally and borderline illegally 
restricted from accessing the docket of his own case as defendant who is with 
a statutory right to filed a motion to modiy the PFS Order under KSA 60-31a06. 
This statute hold at any time, a party may file a motion to modify, with sufficient 
grounds and cause of course, is implied. Plaintiff has had that Grounds and Cause 
since its inception and a half ago. The Plaintiff has tried to file countless motions 
with merit into the case and they have been denied and not correctly logged as 
why they were denied. And itis a rule of the 10th district local rules to do that. 


OID ORDERS 


2. Plaintiff contends that the Decision of the High Court to touch the county docket 
with a notation of high court bench note was to let Chief Judge Charles Droege 
know that Honorable has Zero right to bend the laws of KSA 60-31a06 and bar 
a statute allowance from the Plaintiff who has the Facts of the motion to modify 
that was shown to the Supreme Court in this most recent Petition for Writ of 


Mandamus. 


B. Second Entry after the above Docket Notations by the higher court is the Plaintiff's Entry 
that was finally allowed in, 04/08/24 FILE STAMP 4/5/24 EXPARTE DEFENDANT FATHERS 
MOTION TO TERMINATE EXTENDED ORDER 22CV03391 FOR NON COMPLIANCE WITH 
FEDERAL VAWA 18USC2265 AND KANSAS LAW OF KSA 60-31a06, shows in exhibits the 
legal issues of illegality with Extended Order of PFS 22CV03391. 

1. Again, the Plaintiff has a god given, constitutional K to Demand any protection 
order formed against him be compliant with Federal Laws of the Re-Authorization 
of the Violence Against Womens Act and also one that complies with state statutes. 
And Extended Order formed by Plaintiff's malicious ex wife, the defendant of 
US CASE 2:23-CV02491, which was dismissed, formed an order alongside Paul 
Burmaster, defendant of 2:23-CV02471, and 2:23-CV02559, they formed a Protection 
Order and then Extended it and it has NEITHER of the beforementioned merits of 
VAWA and state compliance for P.O.'s. Honorable Broomes Actions towards the 
Plaintiff in those cases is questionable as fair, as facts continue in this motion. 

2 Motions attached, Exhibit B andC, Motion and Denial. Chief Judge is lying through 
his teeth in the Denial and Proof of it is in Exhibit E, the Court cannot Produce the 
Doc 26, as a new case record that shows on Oct 18, Doc 26 and Doc 27 KORA violations. 


The Aasa ACH td-N2b2 An) OB Ts) staMequr cat Andes Cain 0 Abaraget Weak Sake. Droege lying. 


2. The Plaintiff even brought the Chief Judge of the Johnson County District Court into a federal prareedai 
under the Civil Rights Act of 1964, section 1983, and the Plaintiff was critized by Honorable John Broomes 
to a degree that if affected these federal proceedings. Plaintiff is not an attorney, Plaintiff does not 
know everything, nor claim to. Plaintiff was raised with humility but these men Droege and Burmaster 
have pushed the Plaintiff with Misconduct against Judicial Rules under 601b of Kan R Rel Jud Cond 1 and 
Canon 2. And here's a proof of claim below that the Johnson County Criminal Court informed the 
Plaintiff that she sent and notified the County District Attorney at 4:55PM regarding: 


A. Johnson County Criminal Case 24-DV00172, State vs Escalante. Escalante being the Plaintiff 
of this Lawsuit. The county case in origin is from a police report from the federal defendant 
Gardner Police Department of this proceeding. Defendant/Plaintiff Matthew Escalante has 
motioned for change of venue in the county is every single civil and criminal case yesterday 
April 10, 2024 and because defendant has caught Chief Honorable Charles Droge doing 
something that he should not be doing, because it's against the law of KSA 21-5907, and 
Plaintiff informed this High Court that Defendant Burmaster was doing it to, in Burmaster I & II, 
and it was precluded from the High Court. The authorities already are aware of the Honorable 
Droege's action with a invalid county purported 'Administrative Order' in case 22CV00890, 
so Plaintiff is trusting we're not gonna preclude what is already fully known and needing 
addressed and visible. 


1. Attached hereto is Exhibit B, Plaintiff/Defendant's Motion to Change Venue pursuant 
KSA 22-2602, in a criminal proceeding that was brought by the Gardner Police Dept 
and malicious ex wife. Exhibit D has a simulated Case Record of an Administrative 
Order inside another man's civil custody case. The case has a file discovered within 
it that is not docketed into a county record, the file is titled 22CV00980_21273749.pdf 
and its report from the Children's Peace Alliance, and it has a Page 1, that cannot 
occur that way by statute of KSA 21-5907 Simulating Legal Process and by Kansas 
Supreme Court guidelines on Administrative Ordering. 


a. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is a white piece of paper that has black 
text and simulating to be a Filed Johnson County Administrative Order. 


1. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf has no Clerk of the District Court 
file stamp. 


N 


. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is not numbered at all according 
to Rules of the Courts and all of Honorable Droege's other admin orders. 


wo 


. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is NOT in the list and lineup on 
the Johnson County Administrative Order screen as the public 
records of Administrative Orders are treated in Johnson County on 
this page, https://public.jococourts.org/admord/ 


4. Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is not really an Administrative Order. 
Page 1 of 22CV00980_21273749.pdf is in a court file, and it is put there 
with no jurisdiction since its not filed, and it is given to parties ina 
custody proceeding that WAS also under Hon. Burmaster's jurisdiction 
and it pretending to a filed admin order to make the parties (the father) 
in that case believe that it is authentic in which will cause the dad to 
believe that and then take action or non action in reliance of; 


5. Kansas Criminal Statute 21-5907. Simulating legal process. 
(a) Simulating legal process is: 
(D Distributing to another any document which simulates or purports to 
be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, 
ove or other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient 
and cause the recipient to take action in reliance thereon; or 
2) eee ting or distributing any such document, knowing that it shall be 
SO used. 
(b) Simulating ap bey nie is a Class A nonperson misdemeanor. 
(©) This section shall not apply to the printing or distribution of blank 
forms of legal documents intended for actual use in judicial proceedings. 


6. Plaintiff doesn't know everything about the Law but he does the above. 
And the Clerk of the Criminal Court knows it too, as she much appreciated 
informed the Plaintiff what was proper upon reception of that document 
The Clerk has a code of conduct to follow at all times, upon recieving that 
motion and its contents, she has to report somehow upwards to somebody 
at the minimum. And the Clerk does then notify, that she contacted the 
County District Attorney at 4:55PM and made sure the DA got a copy of 
the exhibit A. And Plaintiff thank her for that. 
b. This High Court ALSO has a code of conduct upon reception of the filed stamped 
Exhibit Dand the exhibit from the county Pao within it of simulated 
‘ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER ' that is isn't real or with any jurisdiction for Charles Droege 


o like that. That's a gross and n ent abuse of Power. Mast lite the Plaintiff 
said Hon. Droege was doing to Plaintiff kids and him. And Honorable Broomes, 
quite honestly MEY looked the other way and dismissed the proceedin 
after it was stayed in place for weeks, questioning Immunity. Well now an affirmative 
of Immunity loss shows with Chief Hon. Charles Droege, as he cannot commit a 
crime in his official capacity, in reading and interpreting what the Magistrate 
laid out as needed requirement to apply Section 1983 in Kansas to an sitting 
Honorable under Stump v. Sparkman 435 US 349. This was stated per the Magistrate 
in Burmaster I, several times. The father Knoche intending to file US Lawsuit 
against Hon Droege for that action in his case of the false adminstrative order. 
Knoche expressed to Plaintiff exactly how the plaintiff on the Matters at hand.... 


1. We as Fathers, have much better things to do, that bring county district 
court judges into the United States courts for accountability as required 
in these instance by standard of the Law spoken above, of what is needed 
for section 1983j application. We have better things to do, LIKE BEING 
FATHERS TO OUR BEAUTIFUL CHILDREN, and Plaintiff doesn't even see 
his because of Droege and Burmaster who both now have evidence in 
federal dockets of being engaged in crossing criminal statute of KSA 21-5907. 
Burmaster I and Burmaster II, both have docketed crimes by the two. 
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. Plaintiff feels the Dismissal of Burmaster II, deserved a fairer scale of what 
Justice required under Rule 15, when it was explained to him by this High 
Court that the Burmaster I claim could not re-enter this court, because 
the inexperience of the pro se, he didn't know that. And never would 
he expected exceptions of not knowing rules to be grounds for letting 
him bypass them, both on that scale of Justice for Burmaster II, on the 
dismissal day by Hon Broomes, there was on One Scale, the first time 
occurrence of a mistake aof Plaintiff not knowing of Claim Preclusion and 
on the other scale was the Defendant Family Court judge Paul Burmaster 
having committed a criminal action on Oct 18, 2023 by Double Extending 
a Protection Order when he knew he fatally flawed the original extension 
of it on Aug 10, 2023. Burmaster knew he couldn't double extend a PFS 
that expired on Aug 10, 2023 but he still did and he broke the law on Oct 
18, when he handed me documents with old dates of Aug 10, and july 28, 2022. 
Simulation of legal process of extending an order of purported protection and 
it really is just Burmaster and Droege breaking laws to push malicious 
endeavors on Truth Speakers in the county courts. UNACCEPTABLE. 

There is an OPEN KBI Report on Burmaster ay now, in 4JC-KCS-2EB. 

But Hon Broomes respectfully, I'm go to politely ask the Magistrate only 
now handle the Response to Show Cause of Escalante vs Gardner Police 
and he see some recusals. Because this Court has pushed the PFS out of this 
Court and now its back in a Police Lawsuit. And the Chief of Police is with 
admissible evidence that she gives up that she also knows that the PFS is 
without jurisdiction and its void, and that the county is not doing anything 
about it, and showing a measure of incompetence that would overrule 

the Younger Absention and Rooker Feldman, because it is ae of 
what is happened where JOCO is in the Wrong, and two are breaking the 
law while prejudicing. 


WHEREFORE the Plaintiff respectfully asks review of the facts pertaining to Escalante vs Gardner Police, 

by the Magistrate or a different judge other than Honorable Broomes please. This feels like a fair and honest 
request with all the Burmaster matters still somewhat alive and sitting in the 10th circuit still. The plaintiff 
asks the Constitution be please re-evaluated when handling his cases in this court, as he did ask for an attorney 
when he got here, not as a Right, but to avoid any unnecessary burden on the Court because the court doesnt 
deserve to clean up after every sloppy pro se, but this plaintiff pro se also doesn't deserve a county court 

to steal his children from share and hurt them while county judges are seen breaking the law while they 

do it. [haven't seen our daughter in almost two years, and county judge have broken laws that hold 

the custody decision of the Escalnate children. The state court is not adequate forum and thats why 
2:23-CV02491 Mothers injunctive lawsuit should have never been dismissed. It was prejudiced against a 


pro se. Respectfully. 
n summary above, the same chief 


judge who is denying a PFS motion to 


; A BAA : Matthew Escalante 
modify and stating the motion is meritless 733 Hemlock St 
is ALSO the same chief judge in Exhibit D and E Gardner KS 66030 
breaking a Kansas criminal statute and who's Court 
Phone 913-286-2250 


is in TWO violations of the Kansas Open Records Act Fax No fax 
for failure to produce a fraud protection order that shows : É 

served in my transcripts on Oct 18, but wasn't a real event, Email eskie678@aol.com 

was simulated and theres the proof,. JoCo courts violation of two counts of Kansas Open Records Act from Oct 18 Simulation of legal process 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE of Doc 26 artificially 


Thereby certify that I filed this pleading ee CM/ECF on April 9th 2024, and a copy was 
sent to the United States Court in the District of Kansas for full review and handling as appropriate. 
Thank you. I mean no disrespect to the Federal Judiciary Theres now at last count 1.89 Million across social media platform 


watching Charles Droege lie and deceive the Plaintiffs cases and that 
protective order, please stop those acts of county fraud 


IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


STATE OF KANSAS 
Plaintiff 
Case No. 24-DV00172 
vs. 
MATTHEW ESCALANTE 
Defendant MOTION FOR CHANGE OF VENUE AND NOTICE 


OF EFFECT IMPROPER VENUE OF ESCALANTE JOCO CASES 
Pursuant to K.S.A 22-2616 


COMES NOW Pro Se Defendant Alienated Father Matthew Escalante and moves the Court 


for an Order transferring venue to DOUGLAS County, Kansas immediately. 
In Support of this Motion, the Plaintiff notifies this Court in Exhibit A, B, C, and D of a 


criminal statute violation that is showing occurred by the presiding chief judge of this proceeding 


and is a testimony to the statutory grounds needed for Plaintiff to motion for venue change of KSA 


22-2616. Change of venue. (1) In any prosecution, the court upon motion of the defendant shall order 
that the case be transferred as to him to another county or district if the court is satisfied that there 
exists in the county where the prosecution is pending so great a prejudice against the defendant that 

he cannot obtain a fair and impartial trial in that county. 


Matthew Escalante’s cannot receive a fair trial of 24-DV00172 because he holds Exhibits A,B,C D, 
Mr Escalante has captured a criminal act by the Chief Judge of this District Court, and is being prejudiced 
as also hold another of the Same statute violation over a civil judge PWB. 
1. On or around April 4th or April Sth, 2024, the Court and Division 22, received a court file 
labeled by a Johnson County computer system as 22CV00980_21273749.pdf. The problem with 
that PDF, is clear and present, as the Simulation of an Administrative Order is transpiring against 
KSA 21-5907, Simulating Legal Process. Simulating Legal Process is Class A misdemeanor crime. 
A. Facts of Exhibit A, Page 1, with undersigned Chief Judge Charles Droege, of the page titled 
Administrative Order, as not really being an authentic Administrative Order or Any 
Order with Jursidiction at all is found in: 
1. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order does not a Clerk Stamp. It is not filed 
into any county record. 
2. Exhibit A, purported Administrative order is not numbered. At all, the way 
the Kansas Supreme Court lays expectation in the rules that say Admin Orders 
must be numbered in the following way (##-####) and that translated as the two digit 
year and the a sequential number pattern that a district rolls into by orders that come. 
3. Exhibit A, purported Administrative Order is not showing at all, on Johnson County 
Administrative Order public website. And that's because it's not filed and not real. It 
is then without Jurisdiction. 
4. It's an Simulated Administrative Order that was given to a Respondent, in a court file to 


make that person believe it was real and that they must take action reliant on it 
2. 21-5907. Simulating legal process (a) Simulating legal process is: (1) Distributing to another any document which 
simulates or purports to be, or is designed to cause others to believe it to be, a summons, petition, complaint or 
other legal process, with the intent to mislead the recipient and cause the recipient 
to take action in reliance thereon Simulating Legal Process Class A Misdemeanor. 


3. This endeavor against Mr. Escalante is over. If this Criminal Courtroom and Judge Sample and the 
Prosecution believe that the Defendant, holding judicial crimes of the Chief and a District Judge is 
not grounds for a Venue Change awarded to the Defendant, then thats foolish. 

4. Furthermore, this criminal proceeding is attempting to maliciously prosecute the Defendant. This 
case 24-DV00172 CAN"T PROSECUTE MR ESCALANTE SO WHY ARE WE STILL TRYING? 


The civil order alleged to be violated in this case by defendant was issued under weak authority of civil 
judge Burmaster and he ordered Doc 307 pursuant to KSA 60-254 while citing KSA 23-3207. Prior 

higher court rulings in STATE VS HENDRICKS has already determined that KSA 23-3207 interoculatory 
order can't be charge criminally, and furthermore KSA 60-254 Can't even legally hold Doc 307. 


(52 Kan App 2d 737) 
5. There are protection and restraining order deceptions appearing from the Civil Court of Johnson Co. 


so what can be said of a criminal court/prosecution who is trying to prosecute the Defendant who has 
discovered it. Cease and desist from 24-DV00172 and 23-DV00908, or change the venue upon Exhibits 


A, B,C, D, E. 
1. Judicial notice is asked to Judge Sample of Case 22CV03391, File Stamp 4/8/24 EXPARTE FATHERS 


MOTION TO TERMINATE PFS ORDER DUE TO NON COMPLIANCY OF FEDERAL VAWA 


18USC2265 AND STATE LAW 60-31a06. Inconsistent orders doesn't work anymore. 
WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, also attaches Exhibits B, C, D and shows the Defendant Judge Burmaster committed 


a crime also of KSA 21-5907, on Oct 18, 2023. The second process serve of Extended Order of Protection Doc 26 could 
not occur AGAIN on Oct 18, 2023, because it expired on Aug 10, 2023, when Judge didn't follow the Page 2 

directive on the Extended Order Forms, its not optional, or it's without jurisdiction. From the period of Aug 10 

failed, flawed process serve without a VAWA certificate upto October 18, 2023, the extended order was dead, expired. 
And Burmaster coming in on Oct 18, 2023, stealing shared custody with an Order while also unlawfully extended 

an expired order Doc 26 and doing nothing but reprint the old documents that were dated on Aug 10, and July 28, 2022 
then giving them to me on Oct 18, 2023, and not file stamped with Oct 18, that was his crime of KSA 21-5907. 

This Criminal would be well advised that 2 judge, a one being the Chief have broken Kansas laws independently 

and nobody has authority to hurt my children, by persecuting me without the merit to do so. 

This court is being highlight in media exposing, I suggest it let the Defendant go, transfer out, or we take judge crimes 


into Trial with us and thats that first thing we are going to talk about with a jury and the DOJ.. 


Transfer venue immediately to be appropriate for all parties. Thx. 
y pprop pP a. 
Matthew Escalante 
PA 733 Hemlock St 
Gardner KS 


Phone 913-286-2250 
Email eskie678@aol.com 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that the Motion to Change Venue was sent to parties in the Proceeding on 4/8/24 
through electronic mail service to the following addresses 


Bianca.finney@joco.gov.org 


EXHIBIT A (NOT FILED/NO JURISDICTION) 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 
Case No. 22CV890 
Division 22 
Chapters 23 and 60 
Honorable 
Jason Billam 
In the Matter of: ) 
) 
) 
SHIRA GORDON (fka KNOCHE) ) 
Petitioner, ) 
) 
STEVEN KNOCHE ) 
Respondent ) 
ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 


IT IS ORDERED that the attorneys of record may discuss the contents of the attached report with their 
clients, but shall not give a copy of the report to their clients and shall not permit the clients to read or make 
notes from the report. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that a party not represented by counsel may at the Court’s discretion, be 
allowed to review the report, but shall not be provided with a copy of such report. The Court may set further 
conditions upon the review of the report by a party not represented by counsel. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that failure to comply with the terms of this order, by either attorney or a 
party, may be punishable by sanctions for contempt as the Court may determine. 

/s/ Charles Droege 


Chief Judge 
Tenth Judicial District 


Expedited Child Interviews 
Children’s Peace Alliance Foundation 
Confidential 


For Professional Use Only 


Children’s Peace Alliance 


Foundation 


February 4, 2024 


Honorable Jason Billam 
Johnson County District Court 
Div 22. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 


CIVIL COURT DEPARTMENT 

In Re The Matter Of: ) 
) 

Janelle Leigh Escalante, ) Case No. 22CV3391 

Plaintiff, ) CourtNo. 14 

and ) 
) 
Matthew Aaron Escalante, ) 
Defendant. ) 


ORDER TEMPORARILY EXTENDING PROTECTION 
FROM STALKING ORDER 

Now on the date filed herein, Plaintiff's Motion For Temporary Extension Of 
Protection From Stalking Order Pending Hearing On The Final Extension Request 
And For Immediate Ruling Pursuant To Supreme Court Rule 133 (Doc 17) comes 
before the Court. 

Whereupon the Court, having reviewed the motion, and being well and 
fully advised, finds and orders as follows: 

l. Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 133, the Court finds that oral 
argument regarding the motion would not materially aid the Court. Further, the 
Court has authority to temporarily extend the current protection from stalking 
orders pending hearing on plaintiffs Motion (Doc 13) on August 10, 2023. 

2. Therefore, the Court grants Plaintiff’s Motion (Doc 17). 

3. The Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9) shall be and is temporarily 
extended through and including August 10, 2023. All orders set forth in the 
Protection from Stalking Order (Doc 9), filed July 28, 2022, shall remain in full force 


and effect through and including August 10, 2023, of as otherwise may be 


modified by the Court. 
/s/ PAUL BURMASTER 
ie ORDERKEN; Dated: 07/24/23 
Judge of the District Court 

BURMASTER KNEW HE 
WAS BREAKING THE LAW l 
ON OCT 18 2023 AS HE IS DOING 
IN PRIOR EXHIBIT. 


Clerk of the District Court, Johnson County Kansas 
07/25/23 08:35am ST 


Submitted By: 


BEAM-WARD, KRUSE, WILSON 
& FLETES, LLC 


/s/ Christopher T. Wilson 
Christopher T. Wilson, #15527 


8645 College Blvd, Suite 250 
Overland Park, KS 66210 
(913) 339-6888 
cwilson@bkwflaw.com 
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF 
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STATE OF KANSAS 


OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 
PUBLIC PROTECTION DIVISION 
KRIS W. KOBACH MEMORIAL HALL 
ATTORNEY GENERAL 120 SW 10TH AVE.. 2ND FLOOR 
TorEKa, KS 66612-1597 
(7B5) 296-3751 © FAx (785) 291-3699 
TOLL FREE IN KANSAS (800) 432-2310 
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March 7, 2024 


Matthew Escalante 


-733 Hemlock Sr 


Gardner, KS 66030 
KORA Complaint - Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) 


RE: 
Our File Number PP-24-000051 


Dear Mr, Escalante: 


On March 7, 2024, we received your KORA complaint that you submitted online March 6, 2024. In your 
complaint, you alleged that the Tenth Judicial District (Honorable Paul Burmaster Division 14) violated 


the Kansas Open Records Act (KORA). 


This matter remains pending. We will contact you if further information is needed relating to your 
complaint. Additionally, we will advise you of the results of our review when it is concluded. 


We appreciate your patience as we continue our review of this matter. 


Sincerely, 


Ab mbuQmnite 


Amber Smith 
First Assistant Attorney General 
Open Government Enforcement Section 
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